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SENATE.
Sunvay, March 4, 1923.
( Legislative day of Saturday, March 3, 1923.)

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
TeCess.
SPEECHES DMSTRIBUTED BY FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD.

The VIOE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the acting governor of the Federal Reserve Board
relative to Senate Resolution 351 (submitted by Mr. Herrix
and agreed to December 12, 1922), requesting the Federal Re-
serve Board fto furnish the SBenate a llst of the names and ad-
dresses to which a certain speech was mailed, which was
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the REcorp, as

follows:
FupErAL, RESERVE BOARD,
Orrice or Vice GOVERNOR,
Washington, March 3, 1923,

Sir: Senate Resolution 3851 requests the Federal Reserve Board to
obtain and send to the Senate certain lists of names and addresses,
being the names and addresses of persons whe received coples of a
speech delivered by the junior Senator from Virginia more than a
year ago. It is certainly a somewhat nnusual request to make of any
Government WIL' as it must be obvious that there was no object in
preserving the ts u so long ago, und consequently in some cases
they do not exist, and in all cases are preatly changed and are not
the same lists to which Benator GLAS8S’S speech was sent. If the
Benate bad desired the Federal Reserve Board to have these lists
preserved, it weould seem that the request would have been made not
ater than the srrlng of 1022, as the speech of Senator GrLiss was
delivered on the 16th and 17th of January.

1t ars from the preamble, which was made a part of Sennte Reso-
lution 551 by being passed with it, that its P was to enable
one Senator, whose position is stated to have been * assailed and critl-
cized ” by anether Senator, to have the opportunity * of sendin
mﬁ!es of his speech tp the citizens who have received the -
which assailed and critlcized him,” and the inference appears to be
that at least one of the o:!fvtis in the circulation of Senafor GLASS’S

:ch was the criticlsm another Senator. Reference to the other
ator whose position is stated to have been assailed and criticlzed
in Senator (iLass's speech was purely incidental, and it is doubtful if

UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA,
Btate of Montana ss:

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of Montauna, do hereby certify
that the following is a true and correct copy of an act entitled ** Senate
Jolnt Resolution No. 2, by committesr on railroads as substitutoe for
Senate Joint Memorial No." 2, enacted by the sightecnth session of the
Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by Jos.
M. Dixon, governor of said State, on the 28th day of February, 1923,

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the
great seal of said State.

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 28th day
of February A, D, 1923,

Secretary of §1 ate.

Senate Joint Resolution No, 2, by committee on railroads, as substitute
for Senate Joint Memorial No. 2.

Whereas the farmers of Montana and the Northwest suffered serious
loss of crops by reason of the widespread drought that prevailed during
the years of high prices and business inflation, and as a result were
not prepared to withstand the deflation which followed by calling on a
reserve of accumulated profits such as was avallable to other lines
of inhllust’ry :band e L

reas by reason of long distances to market making freight
charges high,” and the low prigces for what the farmer ml.la.‘nnd fha
high prices for what he buys, the farmers of Montana and the North-
west, having for the first e in five years obtained a substantial
yleld, are unable to secure the cost of production for thelir crops: and

Whereas the railroads serving Montana, by reason of a shortage of
cars, have been unable to receive and transport to market the products
of the farm and ranches, thus cansing great incomveniences and loss
not only to the farmers and stock Jrowm but to the business and
banking interests of the State, as well ; and

Whereas the r nsibility for this deplorable condition is In dispute,
having been repudiated by the western roads laying the blame on their
enm}em connéctlons, who in turn deny the respousibility : Therefors

be it

Resolved by the Eighteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon-
tana (the semate and howse concurring), That tga ‘;19 vk
and earnestly pray the Interstate Commerce Commission of the United
States to take such action regarding regulating the interchange of ca
or such other action as may be necessary to prevemt a recurrence rc:f
me:edw“dirmﬂs' titi da that for th,

nd we further petition and pray t for the reasons heretofore set

out, to wit, the inability of the farmers in the Northwest to secure the
cost of production for their wheat and other products, the honerable,
the Congress of the United States enact such legislation as may be
n ry to stabilize the price of farm products by fixing & minimum

the officers of the Federal reserve banks even so much as 1 bereq
that he had been mentioned in the speech of the Benator from Virginia,
h epeech was delivered in January, 1922, Th of the Sen-

wWhose . e
ator from Virginia was reco?nlmd by all authoritles as the most com-
plete and masterly explanation and exposition of the Federal reserve
stem and of its operation ever delivered. Senator GLASS was the
airman of the Committee on Banking and Currency of the House of
Representatives when the reserve act was first in preparation,
when it was r Congress, and when it came inte operation by
the organlzation of the 12 Federal reserve 8. He was also the
author of most of the amendments which were Pmed during the first
years of its operation and R
ex officio the chairman of the Federal Reserve Board. He was, there-
fore, familiar with every detail of the law &nd with its operation
and was the ome man not only in the Senate of the United States
but in the United States itself a position to make such an address
with autherity.

The address was circulated to convey to the member banks of the
Federal reserve silrbem and to thelr ellents invaluable information mot
o{ﬁerwsi‘:; cgtalnl le and with no purpose or thought of criticizing any
other ATor.

If, nevertheless, the Senator who feels that his position was * assailed
and critietzed " desires after of more than a year to send out
answers to Senator Gussmt speech some iu!ormnt{cm can be given
from the answers of the eral reserve banks to the resolution which
will enable him to cover most of the recei
GLass's address. There was ‘frut difference in the methods of dis-
tribution of Benator GLABS'S address. Thus the Federal Reserve Bank
of Minneapolis states that it was sent In that district only to member

ks on written request, and the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas re-
plies that the address was sent to banks, chambers of comm and to
some extent te such institutions as retary clubs. In all districts many
copies were distributed in this way, no exact list of the persons who
received the address Illﬂ.‘llf been kept, aeg the final distribotion to
“eitizens " (the term used in the resolution) was made by the many
commercial banks, institutions, and organizations. By using the
Bankers’ Directory, therefore, and undl:? copies to
commerce, the other Senator cover most the territory.

Benator GLASS's speech was much demand by edumgomu instito-
tions, and several humdred coples were sent to some of them on request.
Reprints of it were in fact made by some edueational and other Imstitu-
tions that were umable to obtain a suficient number of copies of the full
address to satisty their rﬁdmmu Bome of these reprints con
no reference whatever to the Senator * who spoke on the other side of

the question.

Most Federal reserve banks maintain mailing lists built up In con-
pection with the distribution of their monthly reports and with thelr
business reporting service, and these lists In some banks were nsed in
the distribution of Benater GLASS'S speech, but the banks erally
regard these lists as their personal Hopertr, and several of t‘rfg have
gmtesttd Iy against making them puble. The board’s counsel

oubts anthority to com their submission without specific act of
Congress. In any event, they have greatly changed in a year and are
not the same 1i that were used in the early part of 1952. Further-
more, they did not, as used in 1822, Include the names and addresses of
ag:ywhere near all the citizens who received the speech of Benator

AES

Respeetfully submitted.

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. REGLUNR FIATE Acting Haesrasr,
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. MYERS presented the following joint resolution of the

Legislature of Montana, which was referred to the Committee
on Interstate Commerce: ;

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

rice for wheat, thus placing the business of farming on an equal foot-
ng with other and lesser industries of the conntry; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary
of state of Montana to the Senators and Representatives in Congress
of the State of Montana, with the request that they use every effort
within their power to bring rellef to the farmers of the Northwest by
carrying into effect the suggestions hereinbefore set out, and that they
deliver to the secretary of the Interstate Ci ce Commission a cepy
of this resolution.

NevLsox BTory, Ir.,
Pregident of the Renate.

CaLviy CRUMBAKER,
Approved February 27, 1023. . e
Jos. M. Dixox, Gorvernor,

Filed February 28, 1923, at 2.22 p'clock a. m,
C. T. SrawarT, Seoretary of State.

Mr., STERLING prezented the following concurrent resolution
of the Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce:

A concurrent resolution.

Whereas the average farmer h‘:;'s over a ton of steel annually In the
form of farm implements, wire, and hund of other steal produets : and
Whereas there is a trade practice used by the steel mills by means of
which they collect milllons of dollars nunulllJ for frei;%lt Bervica
which is not earned, known as * Pittsburgh plus " : Therefore be it
Resolved by the Benate of the Btaie °£§““"‘ Dakota (the House of
Representatives t‘-oul‘ilﬂ"iﬂ%) That we strongly condemn this practice
and urge that the Federa Trade Commission take such steps as will
be necessary to abolish the Pittsburgh plus practice: be It further
Resolved, That our United States Senators and Members of fhe Na-
tional House of R:ﬂreseutnﬂm be urged to promote such legislation
as will curb this evil; and v
That engrossed coples of this preamble and resolution be prepared
by the secretary of the senate, ed by the presiding officers of the
somate and house of representatives, and forwanrded to the Federal
Commission, at Washington, D. C., to Congressmen WILLIAM
WiLLiaMBoN, C. A. CHRigTOrHERsON, and Royau C. Jomxsox, and
United States Senators STERLING and NORBECEK.
7. B. AMSDRN,
President of the Senate,
e a\.tB. B(}M::,e @ ;
eoretary o enate.
E. 0. FreEscoLy
Speaker of the House.
WeioHT TARBELL
Clief Clevk of the House.

Mr, NORRIS preseuted the following resolution of the Senate
of the State of Nebraska, which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary:

] STATE oF NEBRASKA,
SENATE CHAMBER,
Idnouln, March 1, 1023,
Hon. GBORGE W. NoRR1S,
Washington, D. C.

Dear BirR: T have the honor to submit to you the following resolu-

tion which wns passed by the State Senate of Nebrasks :
Resolution.

*“ Whereas the administration of the sgelective sorvice act durlng the
World War disclosed an appalllng state of affairs with respect to the
physical condition of the young manhood of our country; and

hereby petitlon’
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“ Whereas the highest milltary and surgieal officlals of the United
States of Amerlca, whose duty it was to administer the draff, con-
cluded that more than 50 per cent of the young men of draft age were
not physically fit, and in conference assembled have urged that reme-
dial leglslation be enacted to better these conditions: an

by ereas the State institutions of the State of Nebraska are filled

and overflowing with unfortunates who are becoming an ever-inereasing
burden on the taxpavers of this State; and

“ Whereas statistics and dia%nosen prove conclusively that the con-
dition of Nebraska's unfortunates is in many cases the direct result of
hereditary and social diseases; and

“ Whereas the stability of the American home, the bulwark of the
American Nation, is rlgreatiy endangered by the laxness and the (reat
disparity of the marriage and divorce laws of the various States: Now,
therefore, be It - .

“ Resolved by the Senatle of the State of Nebraska!

“gBecrioN 1. That we hereby petition and memorialize the National
Congress to enact into law a uniform marriage and divorce law for the
purpose of combating the evils hereinbetore set forth,

' 8ec. 2. That a copy of this resolution be transmitted by the secre-
tary of the senate to each of the Nebraska Benators and Representa-
tives In the National Congress, Lo?ethel: with an urgent request that
they support such legislation as will result In the pa e of a national
uniform marriage and divoree law, and that they use their best efforts
to secure favorable action thereon at the earliest possible moment.”
Respectfully yours,

CLYDE H. BARNARD,
Becretary of the SBenate.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED.

My, SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that they presented to the President of the United
States for his approval the following enrolled bills and joint
resolution @

On March 3, 1923:

8. 2051. An act to amend section 3142 of the Revised Statutes
to permit an inerease in the number of collection districts for
the collection of internal revenue and in the number of col-
lectors of internal revenue from 64 to 65;

S.4160. An act to amend the act of Congress entltled “An
act to establish a commission for the purpose of securing in-
formation in connection with questions relative to interstate
commerce in coal, and for other purposes,” approved September
29, 1922

S. 4117, An act aunthorizing the closing of certain portions of
Grant Road in the District of Columbia, and for other pur-
POSes ;

8. 4216. An act authorizing the sale of real properiy no
longer required for military purposes;

S.4503. An act granting the consent of Congress to Bethle-
hem Steel ("o, to construct a bridge across Humphreys Creek
at or near the city of Sparrows Point, Md. ;

S, 4592, An act granting consent of Congress to the Eagle
Pass & Piedras Negras Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge
across the Rio Grande between Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras
Negras, Mexico;

S.4638. An act authorizing the Great Northern Railway Co.
to maintain and operate, or reconstruct, maintain, and operate,
{ts bridge across the Columbia River at Marens, in the State of
Washington ; and

S. J. Res. 282, Joint resolution to amend the resolution of
December 29, 1920, entitled ** Joint resolution to create a joint
commititee on the reorganization of the administrative branch
of the Government.”

On March 4, 1923:

S. 425. An act authorizing the Attorney General of the United
States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United
States marshals of the several judicial districts of the United
States within certain limits;

S.3424. An act to provide for the'reclamation of the United
States Military Reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii

S.3580. An act to extend the time for the construction of a
bridge across the Red River of the North at or near the city
of Pembina, N, Dak.;

S.4245. An act to provide the necessary organization of the
customs service for an adeguate administration and enforce-
ment of the tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenue
laws;

8.4280. An act to provide additional credit facilities for the
agricultural and live-stock industries of the United States: to
amend the Federal farm loan act; to amend the Federal re-
serve act; and for other purposes ;

S.4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge
Havana ;

S.4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of
restrietion against alienation on surplus lands allotted to
minor members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indigans in
Oklahoma ;

8.4594. An act to anthorize the Secretary of State to acquire
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost
not to exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and con-
sular establishments of the United States;

S.4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled “An
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi-
clary,” approved March 3, 1911;

S.4681. An act granting the consent of Congress to the coun-
ties of Bowie and Cass, State of Texas, for construction of a
bridge across Sulphur River, at or near Paces Ferry, in said
counties and State: and

S.4637. An act for the relief of certain disbursing agents
under the Department of Commerce.

AMENDMENT OF REVENTUE ACT OF 1921,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera-
tion of the unfinished business, which is House bill 13770.
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resnmed the con-
sideration of the bill (H, R. 13770) to amend the revenue act
of 1921 in respect to capital gains and losses, and for other
purposes,
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bills and joint resolution of the Senate:

S, 3424, An act to provide for the reclamation of the United
States military reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii;

S, 4322, An act for the relief of the owners of the barge
Havaenae;

8. 4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911;

8. 4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of
restriction against alienation on surplus lands allotted to minor
members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indiang in Oklahoma;
and

8. J. Res. 168. Joint resolution in relation to a monument
to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of
the United States of America, its insular possessions, and the
District of Columbia in the World War,

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6577) au-
thorizing the conveyance of certain lands in the State of South
Dakota to the Robert E. Kelley Post, No. 70, American Legion,
South Dakota.

The message’ further announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11528) to
allow eredits in the accounts of certain disbursing officers of
the Army of the United States.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14226) to pre-
gerve the status of persons awarded compensation under the act
approved September 17, 1916,

The message further announced that the House has agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 35) authorizing the
printing of all correspondence between the Department of
Justice and others in 1922 relative to disorders in the United
States in said year and the action of the Government in sup-
pressing the same.

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6650) pro-
viding additional terminal facilities in square east of 710 and
square 712 in the District of Columbia for freight traffic,
requested a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. FocHT, Mr. ZIHLMAN,
and Mr, SuLLivAN were appointed managers on the part of the
House at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had insisted
upon its amendments to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 287)
creating the joint commission of gold and silver inquiry, dis-
agreed to by the Senate, had agreed to the conference re-
quested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr. REopes, Mr., Corrown, and Mr.
Winco were appointed managers on the part of the House at
the conference,

The message further announced that the House had passed
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 466) to provide an additional
appropriation for the Federal Farm Loan Board for the fiscal
yvear 1924, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

AMENDMENT OF TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT—CONFERENCE

REPORT.
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr, President, I desire to present the con-

ference report on House bill 14222, to amend the trading with
the enemy act.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read.
The Assistant Secretary read the report, as follows:

The committee of eonference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act having met,
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: z

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered (2)
and (13) ;

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered (1), (4), (6), and (11), and
agree fo the same.

Amendment numbered (8) : That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered (3),
and agree to the game with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment in-
sert: *: Provided, That no insurance partnership, association,
or corporation, against which any claim or claims may be filed
g any citizen of the United States with the Alien Property

stodian within 60 days after the time this paragraph takes
effect, whether such claim appears to be barred by the statute
of limitations or notf, shall be entitled to avail itself of the pro-
visions of this paragraph until such claim or claims are satis-
fied ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered (5) : That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered (3),
and agree fo the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment in-
sert: “: Provided, however, That this subsection shall not af-
fect any rights which any citizen or subject may have under
paragraph (1) of this subsection ”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendments numbered (7), (8), (9), and (10): That the
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered (7), (8), (9), and (10), and agree to the
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter
proposed to be inserfed by said amendments insert “8"; and
the Senafe agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit the
lﬂ;ﬂtte“l’ proposed to be stricken out by said amendment and

sert :

. " Sec. 23. The Alien Property Custodian is directed to pay
to the person entitled thereto, from and after the time this
section takes effect, the net income, dividend, interest, annuity,
or other earnings, accruing and collected thereafter, on any
property or money held in trust for such person by the Alien
Property Custodlan or by the Treasurer of the United States
for the atcount of the Alien Property Custodian, under such
rules and regulations as the President may preseribe, but no
person shall be pald, under this section, any amount in excess of
$10,000 per annum.

And the Senate agree to the same,

Arpert B. CUMMINS,

THOS. STERLING,

HeNrY F. ASHURST,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Warter H. NewTon,

W. J. Geamaw,

CrareNce F., LEa,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, what was done with refer-
ence to the attorney fees provision?

Mr., CUMMINS, It was reduced from 10 per cent to 3 per
cent.

Mr, McKELLAR. I do not see the Senator from Ohlo [Mr.
Wirris] here. He was very much interested in that provision,
I really do not believe Congress ought to be legislating about
attorney fees. T think it is very unwise to do so. It may In-
volve us in all kinds of scandal before this matter I8 concluded.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But this is only a limit. It does not
provide for attorney fees.

Mr. CUMMINS. It is a limit of 8 per cent.

Mr. McKELLAR. I see that the Senator from Ohfo [Mr.
Wirrrs] has just entered the Chamber, and I turn the matter
over to him. However, I am opposed to it.

Mr. WILEIS. May I inguire what was done with the amend-
ment striking out section 237

Mr. CUMMINS. Section 28 is in the bill, but it is limited to
the payment of $10,000 on account of incomes received after
the bill becomes a law. If has no retroactive aspect.

Mr, WILLIS. Will the Senator state what the conferees did
with reference to the report as to attorney fees?

My, CUMMINS. It is limited to a 3 per cent maximum. It
was 10 per cent, as provided by the House, but the conferees
reduced it to 8 per cent,

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator from Iowa what
was done with the amendment offered by the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor]?

Mr. CUMMINS. It was agreed to.

Mr. WILLIS, Mr, President, I am not disposed to detain the
Senate. Of course I think the amendment relating to attorney
fees which the Senate adopted was better than the one the
conferees dgreed upon, but the conferees have done tolerably
well. Three per cent is very much better than 10 per cent,
I shall not oppose it further.

Mr. CUMMINS. I move the adoption of the conference re-
port.

The report was agreed to.

ADDRESS BY SENATOR FRELINGIUYSEXN.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President, I do not wish to
delay the work of the Senate for any extended period, but I
felt that I could not leave the Senate without saying a few
words at parting with my friends in this body. I shall take
but a very brief tiine in doing so.

Mr. President, in a short time the Sixty-seventh Congress will
adjourn and many of us will retire from the Senate. I am one
of those whose service will end. I can not complete my term
without giving some expression to the feelings of friendship
I have for those with whom I have served during the eventful
six years which have passed.

It was the ambition of my life to represent my State in the
United States Senate. I felt that it was the highest honor
that counld be granted to anyone. My ambition fo represent New
Jersey has been fulfilled and I have been privileged to sit in
the Senate during the most eventful period in the country’s
history. It was also my ambition to represent my State as
acceptably and capably as the three Senators of my name and
family who have preceded me in this body, and I hope I have
measured up in some slight degree to the high standards they set.

I make no boast of any particular political virtue, but I have
always felt it a duty to stand for clean politics, for constructive
measures, for helpful service, and right rather than politieal

iency.

Although the verdict of the majority of the voters of my State
has ended my commission to serve New Jersey, I feel that I
can retire with the consciousness that I have done my best and
have tried to serve with sincerity of purpose and have lived
up to the standards in which I believe. As I go forth again
as a private citizen I know that I have the respect of my con-
stituency, even if they did not all vote for me.

I regret leaving the splendid fellowship of my friends here.
These friendships which I have formed will endure as long as
I live.

New Jersey was one of the original thirteen States which
formed the Union. Upon her soil were fought the great battles
which gave us independence and made possible the formation
of the Republle. Jerseymen are justly proud of this tradition,
and it has been my earnest endeavor to uphold that historical
position.

Our independence as a Nation was due to this Revolution.
The independence of some Jerseymen in the recent election was
due to another revolution more recent than the first. Nobody
has had more experience with that revoluticn than I have had.

I come from a section of the country which is one of indus-
trial greatness and finaneial strength. This territorial advan-
tage was not due to any choice of mine but to my Holland an-
cestors, who settled in New Jersey 200 years ago and helped
make the State what it was and is. Each succeeding genera-
tion has remained there, due probably to the nonnomadic
habits of the Dutch. I have tried, however, to serve without
sectional prejudice or partisan rancor. With the Senators
from the South I have endeavored to meet the many problems
of that section of the country and help them in the discourage-
ments and financial getbacks they have had to face and the
legislative measures they proposed for relief, YWhile not a
member of the farm bloe, I have supported its efforts to relieve
the burdens of the farmers of the West; and while I have not
been able to meet some views I have thought too extreme I
have seen in that movement not government by a class, as
many charge, but an honest fight for justice to those who till
the soil.

I was brought up to believe In the Constitution of the United
States, strict obedience to law, the Duteh Reformed Church,
and the Republican Party, I must confess that these institu-
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tions of conservatism may have had some effect upon me and
my service here. Modern statesmanship seems to have parted
somewhat from these conservative principles, and we now face
the extremist in and out of our legislative halls who proposes
patent medicines to cure all the ills of this stormy period.
Some seem to believe that legislation can be made the panacea
for all the ills of the body politic, but I adhere to the Censtitu-
tion, to its prineiples, and shall continue to cling to that old
faith. For 140 years we have been guided as a Nation by the
faith of the fathers and their plan of government. I refuse
to be parted from the old moorings, and while it may be called
a narrow-minded vision by seme to preserve this attitude of
faith in constitutional government, I prefer it.

My business training and instinct leadg me to express the
hope that in the next Congress will eome the much-needed
reform in the rnles, so that the ecountry’'s business ecan be
transacted more promptly and by the majority.

I have again and again during my experience here seen this
Senate, by reason of its rules, become pitiful through its im-
potence to control its own body.

If the Senate is to retain the esteem of the country which
it has hitherto at times enjoyed, those that remain here to
serve must recognize the great weight of public opinion de-
manding this change of policy.

I say this without any feeling of unfriendliness to those
who disagree with me, as I believe that, although we have
our different views and although the eurrents of polities sway
us to and fro, underneath the skin of everyvone who serves
here is a better nature, a sterling patriotism, and love of
country.

May I express, in closing. my deep appreciation to the Vice
President who presides over this body for his many courte-
sies extended to me; may I thank also my friends, the secre-
taries and clerks of the Senate, for their helpful assistance,
as well as my boy friends, the pages, for their courteous atten-
tion.

To my colleagues I have this to say in conclusion: As you
face the future and the important questions you will be called
upon to settle in this legislative body, may you have the
broadest vision and wisdom and may you continue those
policies of government which have made for the greatness of
our people and the welfare of our beloved country.

ADDRESS BY SENATOR SUTHERLAND,

Mr. SUTHERLAXND. Mr. President, I shall not undertake
in the limited time at my disposal to express at length the
thoughts that come to my mind at the conclusion of 10 years
of congressional service, of which 4 years were spent in the
House of Representatives and 6 years in the Senate. I have
regarded my successive elections by the people of West Vir-
ginia to these positions as affording me a wonderful oppor-
tunity for service, and I have endeavored during all these
years to give the very best service of which I was capable.
I am grateful to the good people of my State for having thus
favored me. I have accepted the result of the election in
West Virginia, terminating to-day my term of service here, I
trust, in a true philosophical spirit, and I may say, without
reservation, that I have done so without regrets or without re-
criminations of any kind. I shall return to my State in the
immediate future to take up my labors for my family, feeling
confident that I can put in the remaining years of my life In
hard consecutive work to good advantage. My only regret is
the sundering of the pleasant associations which have been
formed as a Member of the two greatest legislative bodies in
the world. My relations with those in both Houses have
without exception been agreeable and pleasant and I have the
profoundest respect and admiration for the membership of
these bodies.

I am not one of those who belleve that this great country
is going to destruction through any lack of conseecrated effort
on the part of its legislators. While the functioning of the
Senate may mnot always be letter perfeet, yet my experience
lere convinces me that there is nowhere in the world a more
industrious or patriotic body of men than are to be found
here. It would be strange indeed if there were not radical
differences of opinion among the men of strong minds and
personalities who compose the membership of this body, repre-
senting, as they do, sovereign States whose interests are not
always identleal, and yet whose well-being and prosperity mean
the well-being and prosperity of the whole. Most of the results
of legislation are brought about by the intelligent compromise
of these differences, and usually these compromises are effectu-
ated in a spirit of earnest cooperation, and certainly with a
conscientious regard on the part of each toward his obligations
to State and Nation. I am profoundly impressed with the

the solution of the mighty problems whieh come before this
body for final determination. When legislators devote them-
selves in this way to their task the country is certainly safe.

In conclusion, Mr. President, I desire ro express to each and
every Member of this body my appreciation of the umiform
courtesy which has been aeccorded to me, and to extend to you,
the Presiding Officer, and to the membership and all attaechés
my cordial good wishes for the future.

Mr. President, some weeks ago I offered a number of prizes
to the high-school boys and girls of West Virginia for the best
essays upon the subjeet “ West Virginia, a Good Place in Which
to Live.” A highly competent committee of able and distin-
guished men was appointed to consider the merits of these es-
says, and after eareful deliberation they selected the one they
regarded as having the most merit. It was written by a young
lady in a small town in Kanawha County, W. Va., and because
of the fact that so many untrue statements have been made re-
garding the great State which I have had the honor to repre-
sent in part in this body, I am led to place in the Coxgres-
sioNAL Recomp this splendid essay, which sets forth briefly and
in terse language many impeortant truths about West Vir-
ginia. I ask unanimous consent that the essay referred to may
be printed as a part of my remarks in S-peint type.

There being no objection, the essay was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp in 8-point type, as follows:

[The essay awarded first f]'.\1.'1!’-« in the Sutherland essay contest, open to
hlfh-uhnol students of West Virginia, written by Miss Maxine M.
Willlams, Plus, Kanawha County, W. Va.]

WEST VIEGINIA, A GooD PLACE I¥ WHICH TO Live.

West Virginia is a good place in which to live. It has natural
beauty, progressive schools, splendid citizens, efficient govern-
ment, and growing cities. It has rich soil, a genial climate, fine
building materials, good transportation faecilities, thriving in-
dustries, and great mineral wealth. Great commercial suceess
awaits the State and the people who develop its resources.

Nature has given to West Virginla wonderful scenery. From
the Alleghanies on the east, 4,860 feet above sea level, to the
undulating Ohio plains on the west, 500 to 600 feet above sea
level, there is an ever-changing panorama of beauty—hills in
the green of summer or the crimson, orange, russet, and gold of
autumn, veiled by blue haze and silver mist—colorful clumps
of wild heneysuekle, dainty arbutus, stately laurel, and rhodeo-
dendron—rugged canyons, curving rivers, and sparkling springs,
many of which are mineral. White Sulphur, having probably
the finest hotel in the South, Is the most famous of the mineral
or healing springs.

West Virginia has good schools, from primary to unlversity.
The State, parents, teachers, and children are coeperating to
make the educational system better each year. Last year
$11,402,000, almost four times the expenditure of 1910, was
spent upon the common schools, In the past 10 years the
State has trebled its number of high schools. S8ix excellent
normal sehools are training teachers for the impeortant task
of instruecting pupils in the subjeets that prepare for “ com-

-plete living.” Approximately 200 men and women teaeh the

2,700 students of the university. Through extension work the
university constantly strives to help more citizens,

At Institute, Bluefield, and Harpers Ferry are schools for
the higher education of the Negro race. At Romney, blind and
deaf youth are educated in studies and trades that enable
them to become self-supporting. Instead of permitting way-
ward boys and girls to go unhindered to destruction, separate
industrial schools gnide many of them into useful citizenship.

The people of West Virginia are brave, industrious, law-
abiding, and intelligent. The battle fields of every war from
the Revolution to the World conflict have proved their courage.
In 1920 over $281,000,000 was on deposit in the banks of the
State. Since the population at that time was 1,462,701, the
per capita bank account was a little more than $191. No
more acts of lawlessness occur in West Virginia than in other
similar areas of United States territory. Melville Davisson
Post, short-story writer; Henry Sydnor Harrison, novelist ; Her-
bert Quick, novelist; Waitman Barbe, poet ; Joseph Hath, math-
metician; and I. C. White, geologist, demonstrate the thinking
ability of some West Virginians. Most of the people of the
State are native born. There are many negroes, but the ma-
jority of the population is white. There are no ecenflicts.
The two races live in perfect harmony and understanding.
The citizens of West Virginia believe in good gevernment,
and they have it. The legislators arve intelligent, capable,
liberal, and progressive. The statute books are full of laws
for the good of man, and they are being enforeed. State pre-
vision is made for the care of the public health, as well as the

desire on the part of each to contribute in his own way toward

general welfare of the people. West Virginia is among the
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States having the lowest percentage of tuberculosis, Longevity
goes to the peak in the Mountain State.

West Virginia people are not crushed by excessive taxes.
In 1918 the rate of taxation was $0.07 on each $100 of assessed
valuation: the total valuation was $1,866,180,828, The State
owes little—$15,000,000 of recently issued road bonds and
$11,000,000 for the Virginin debt, making the fotal debt about
$26,000,000.

West Virginia's cities are growing rapidly. Broad, well-

paved streets, splendid business houses, handsome churches,
beautiful homes. fine schools, and thriving industries make the
“eitles of the State plea=ant amd profitable for home, business,
and pleasure.
. No State has more beautiful churches than West Yirginia.
A magnificent ministry instruets the people from the Divine
| Book. Eighty-six per cent of the chureh membership is Protes-
tant. The leading denominations are Methodist, Episcopal,
Baptist, Catholic, and United Brethren.

Rich soil and & genial climaite give to West Virginia great
agricultural possibilities. In 1919 the value of farm crops was
$06,547,000. Last year the State produced 4,250,000 bushels of
wheat, 5,400,000 bushels of oats, and 22,100,000 bushels of corn.
Delicious apples and luscious peaches are making West Vir-
ginla Tamous, One county, Berkeley, in good seasons, produces
500,000 parvels of apples. more than either Oregon or Washing-
ton. There are 20,000,000 fruit trees in the State. Small
frufts—strawherries, raspberries, and blackberries—many kinds
of vegzetables, and various nuts flourish In West Virginia,

. Truck farmers have brilliant opportunities in the State. No
long rainy seasons, withering droughts, or extremes of heat or
cold plague West Virginla, Foriy-five inches of rainfall, well
distributed over the year, furnish abundant moisture for grow-
ing crops and rivers to float them to market,

Four of West Virginia's rivers are locked and dammed for
navigation. The rivers of the State can produce enoungh elec-
tricity to furnish power and lights to all the homes and fac-
tories in West Virginia if it ever becomes necessary. The rivers
are estimated to have a maximum potential energy of 1,162,000
horsepower, more than any other State.

West Virginia has not only good water transportation, but
also hard roads, steam railways, and electric lines. At present
there are 1,178 miles of class A highways in the State and
£50,000,000 in the hands of the State road con=mission to bring
the class A mileage to 3,500, Hundreds of miles more of hard
roads will be maintained by individnal connties, The Midland

. T'rail, & national highway, traverses West Virginia from east
to west. Twelve railronds and branch lines, eollectively meas-
nring 3,199 miles, serve most parts of the State. Several hun-
dred miles of electric lines connect the leading cities with each
other and the surroumding rural sections.

One great benefit of hard-surfaced roads is the eonsolida-
tion of schools, The isoluted, uncomfortable insanitary, and
too often unsightly one-room schoolhonses are eliminated and
the children transported, perhaps in motor busses, to attractive,
modern buildings, where they generally receive better instruc-
tion than the one-room school affords, because of hetter grad-
ing and more time for individual help.

West Virginia is well supplied with building materials. An
abundance of building stone and limestone for manufacturing
cement are found in the State. Quantities of fine timber exist
also, Six hundred and ninety-seven million six hundred thou-
sand feet of lumber was cut in 1920, West Virginia stands
second among rhe States in preoduction of hardwood, yielding
more yellow poplar and chestnut than any other State, There
are S0000 acres of virgin forest—enormous ocak, chestnut,
poplar, beech, hickory, ash, and maple trees—3,500,000 acres
of valuable second-growth timber, and 5.000,000 acres of farm
wondland.

Much food for the taking Is found in the streams and for-
ests. The rivers abound with fish and the hills with wild
rume—deer, bears, coons, and wild turkeys in the dense tim-
ber: rabbits, opossums, and pheasants in most sections. Truly
West Virginia is a sportsman’s paradise. A few eagles, many
hawks and owls, and large numbers of song birds nest in the
State.

Many domestle animals and fowls are ralsed in West Vir-
ginia. Thonsands of magnificent cattle are found in the hills
and blue-grass valleys of the State. Numerous furmers and
companles are engaged In the breeding of thoroughbred, high-
type cattle and sheep and swine. The superior, fat, grass-
feid cattle of West Virginia are famous. No other State in the
Union has such a reputation for fat lambs and sheep. For
three consecutive yvears New York Stock Market reporis stated
that West Virginia sent the best carloads of lambs that entered
Jersey City market. All of the State is splendidly adapted to

the production of the mutton breed of sheep; large areas, espe-
cially in the northwest, are unsurpassed for the production of
the finest merino wool. At the Paris Exposition wool grown
in Brooke County was awarded first prize; 587,000 cattle, 510.-
000 sheep, and 305,000 swine arve fed in the State, Multitudes
of chickens, ducks, turkeys, and geese are annually raised.

West Virginia's greatest source of wealth is minerals. The
State has great stores of coal, oll, and gas. Only Pennsyl-
vania produces more coal. Last year 90,400,000 tous of coal,
worth $400,000,000 at the mines, came from West Virginia.
The State contains the greatest acreage of high-carbon coal of
any district in the world. Eighty-nine seams of coal are found
in West Virginia; 49 counties produce it. In 1921, 116,726
men mined coal !? 1,570 openings owned by 993 companies.
West Virginia coal is used on warships, on merchant vessels,
and in countless homes and factories. Only 1,000,000,000 tons
have been mined up to this time. There is a reserve of 160,-
000,000,000 tons, At the present rate of mining that reserve
will not be exhausted In 1,800 years.

The by-products of coal are many and of great value—per-
fumes, dyes, hases for powerful explosives, and so forth. Num-
bers of people will become rich through their manufacture.

West Virginia has for years stood first in natural-gas produoe-
tion. The State produces two-fifths of all the gas that iz vielded
in the Nation and contains 80 per cent of the gas area. Each
day 500,000,000 enbic feet of gas are piped to Plttsburgh, Cin-
cinnati, Cleveland, Indianapolis, and other points. Another
500,000,000 cubic feet are dally used in the State’s own homes,
factories, and clties,

Thirty-one of West Virginia's counties produce oll of high
quality. Last year the wells yielded 8,173,000 barrels, and there
is a 200,000,000 barrel reserve. All mineral products of the
State for 1920 were valued at $632,800,000, Surely West Vir-
ginia iz a good factory location. [

Cheap fuel and abundant raw materialg have brought many
factories to the State. In 1919 West Virginia factories produced
$471,000,000 worth of goods. There were 20 iron and steel fac-
tories, with 11,630 employees and products worth $83,036,000 ;
T7 glass plants, with 11,668 employees and $42,730,000 worth of
products: 643 lumber and timber produect plants, with 12427
employees and products worth 334,420,000; and others with
smaller productions. At that time the State had 869 factories,
with an annual production valoed at $5.000 to 820,000 ; 649 with
a $20,000 to $100,000 annual output: 340 with a $100,000 to
$500,000 output ; 78 with a $500,000 to $1,000,000 output ; and 94
with a yearly output of more than £1,000,000, Three potteries
each produced more than $1,000,000 worth of ware. Six plants
each manufactured more than $1,000,000 worth of Inmber and
timber products. Twelve glass factories each passed the $1,000,-
000 mark. The Mountain State stands first in glass manufac-
ture and sixth in steel and rolling mill manufactures, Clays,
shales, and silica beds exist in Immense quuntities and make
possible the production on a large scale of brick and glass of
every quality.

Many, if not most, of the factories are attractive, sanitary
bulldings, equipped with the best machinery. Injured workers
or their families are compensated. Often the employers build
inviting homes and rent or Sell them reasonably to employees,

There are more of the elements, resources, and conditions
which make for profitable occupation of brains, men and women,
and money, and more of the conditions and environments which
enter into healthful, happy life for men and women in West
Virginla than in any like area in the world. In West Virginia
manhood is respected and promoted, womanhood is esteemed
and protected, and children are subjects of the greatest interest
and development. West Virginia is truly a good place in which
to live.

HIGH COST OF GASOLINE AND OTHER PETROLEUM PRODUCTS.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, 1 am about to move an execu-
tive session, but I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin for the
purpose of filing a report.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE., Pursuant to the unanimous consent ac-
corded to me on the 1st day of March, I present the report
(No, 1283) of the investigation provided for in Senate Resolu-
tion 205, with illustrations, which T ask to bhave printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is =0 ordered,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. LODGE. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of executive business.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 ask the Senator if he will not move an
open executive session, unless the matter is such that that can
not be done?

Mr. LODGE.

Mr. CURTIS.

There Is a treaty to be dizposed of.
Yery well.
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The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 25 minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened.

ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMIITEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate Resolution 403,
further continuing the employment of an additional clerk to
the Committee on Military Affalrs.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded by unanimous
consent to consider the resolution, and it was read and agreed
to, as follows:

Resolved, That Senate Resolution 340, a; to tember 18, 1922,
authorizing the Committee on Military & to countinue the employ-
ment of an additional clerk, paﬁble out of the contingent fund, umtil
the end of the present Congress, be, and the same hereby is, further con-
llé!n\m:l in full force and effect until the end of the Sixty-eighth Con-

Tess.

ADDITIONAL CLERK TO DISTRICT COMMITTEE.

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate conslideration of Senate Resolution 437, continuing
the employment eof an additional clerk for the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 437)
submitted by Mr. Bary on February 12, 1928, as follows:

Resolved, That 5. Res. 339, agreed to September 13, 1822, authoris-
ing the Committee on the District of Columbla te continue the employ-
ment of an additional clerk, payable out of the contingent fund, until
the end of the present Comgress, be, and the same hereby is, er
S;l:‘t;nre:;d in !‘nﬁ force and effect untll the end of the Bixty-eighth

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, T should like to inguire why
this committee needs an additional clerk at this time. Each
Senator has four clerks, and the committee may have more, I
do not know as to that. I do know, however, that we are going
to adjourn, the committees will all adjourn, and what is another
clerk to do? Where are the four clerks the Senator has?

I have not any especial objection to the Senator's resolution,
I did not object to the one of the Senator from New York [Mr.
WapswortH], because I know that the Military Affairs Com-
mittee is at work all the time; but why should the Committee
on the District of Columbia have another clerk?

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, the Committee on the Distriet of
Columbia has a number of investigations to make during the
summer months,

Mr. OVERMAN., I should like to have order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be order in the gal-
leries, and no conversation.

Mr. BALL. Mr. President——

Mr, SMOOT. I will yield to the Senator for the consideration
of the resolution providing it does not lead to any discussion
whatever,

Mr. LODGE. Permission was granted before we went into
executive session.

Mr. SMOOT. Very well, then.

Mr. McKELLAR. What is the resolution?

Mr. BALL. The resolution is to grant permission for the
employment of my extra clerk of the Committee on the District
of Columbia during the summer months.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objectiom, provided the resolu-
tion for Investigating the street-car fares is permitted to be
considered. Otherwise I shall object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection.

REQUEST RELATIVE TO PRINTING.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mpr, President, will the Senator from Utah
permit me to ask unanimous consent respecting a matter I had
placed in the REcorp on yesterday?

Mr. SMOOT. If it does not lead to any discussion.

Mr, HEFLIN. I got permission on yesterday to have printed
certain material in the Rrcorp. I ask permission to have it
printed in 8-point type.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered,

AMENDMENT OF REVENUE ACT OF 1821,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the unfinished business iz H. R.
13770, an act to amend the revenue act of 1921, in respect to
capital and gains and losses, and for other purposes. It
was discussed somewhat last night; and it was made the un-
finished business, with the understanding that the senior
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes] would consider the
bill overnight and would decide this morning as to whether
he would allow the bill to pass at this session or not. I spoke
to the Senator in relation to its passage, and I gather from
what he says that he does not feel that it is proper to allow the
bill to pass at the present session of Congress. I ask the Sen-
ator if that is the case?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I hardly like to
have it put that way. I believe that this section of the revenue
law should be revised, but in the closing hours of the Congress
I do not believe we have an opportunity to give to it the care-
ful consideration which its importance demands. I believe that
it will work an injustice.

During the last year the people of the country holding what
might be termed “ liguid assets, stocks, and bonds " on which they
had suffered losses have taken those losses, and in their re-
turns for the year 1922 they will be entitled to deduct the full
amount of those losses. The taxpayers of the eountry having
less liquid assets, who have not been able to take their losses
through sales, will only be permitted to deduct 12} per cent
of their net losses.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point
of order.

Mr. McCORMICK. An unbroken murmur of voices, both on
the floor and in the galleries, absolutely precludes hearing the
Senator from New Mexico on this side of the Chamber,

The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be guiet in the gal-
leriies and Senators will please refrain from audible conver-
sation.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I realize the situation here, and
the confusion which makes it necessary to raise one’s voice
above what anybody would like to do and retain the composure
which the importance of the subject demands. I sincerely hope
that there may be less confusion in the Chamber.

I may answer the Senator from Utah by saying that I am
unwilling for this bill to pass in its present form. I would
be willing to take the matter up and revise the provisions of
the bill and adjust the situation so that it would be better than
is provided for in existing law, but 1 do not believe that we
conld do that in an orderly way this morning and within the
limited time, and I therefore suggest that the unfinished busi-
ness be laid aside.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I understood the Senator cor-
rectly, then, that he did mot propose that the bill should be
passed at this session of Congress. It would be perfectly use-
less to accept an amendment to it, because it would have to go
back to the House and there would have to be a conference.
and there is no need of spending any time in the present con-
sideration of the bill under those circomstanees., I want to
say, however, that at the very next session of Congress this hill
will be introduced not only in the House but in the Senate,
and at that time the Senator will have ample time to bring
forward any amendment he desires to offer to it.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I did not hear or could not
hear the Senator from Utah, but the suggestion has just bheen
made that the bill does not affect any gains or losses except
for the calendar year 1923 and future years; and next Decem-
ber, when we meet, we may then take up this measure, if we eare
to do so, and revise it so as to make it a proper measure and
to make it applicable to the incomes of 1923, and the Treasury
will not lose a dollar.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course the Senator knows
that retroactive legislation affecting taxation has never heen
agreed to in the House of Representatives, and I do mot think
it will be at any time in the future. In fact, I want to say
to the Senad tor that I am opposed to retroactive legislation of
that kind. L

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is not this bill retroactive?

Mr. SMOOT. It begins the year——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We are asked to pass a bill
ng;; that is supposed to be operative dating back to January 1,
1

Mr. SMOOT. Beginning with January 1 of this year.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the difference be-
tween passing it in December and passing it now?

Mr. SMOOT. It gives the man who is escaping taxation
from this date until we pass the bill next December, if it is
passed, to make all the money he can in selling all of his worth-
less stock, in which there is a loss made. 'That is the differ-
ence. I say to the Senator now, and I say to the Senate, and T
gay to the country, that there will be a loss of millions and
tens of millions of dollars to the Treasury of the United States
if this bill does not pass.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If the abuse which the Sen-
ator refers to can take place until next December, it ean take
place between now and December if we pass the law.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is wrong imn that. There is no
necessity discussing that any further.

Mr. President, as the bill can not pass, I am going to take a
few moments’ time on another matter,
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CONFIRMATIONS OF POSTMASTERS.

Alr, TOWNSEND, Will the Senator from Utah yield to me
to make a unanimous-consent request?

AMr. SMOOT. If it does not lead to any discussion, I will
yield.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yesterday I was not able to be here, and
it appears there were certain nominations for postmasters from
the State of Idaho, which were sent to the Secretary’s desk,
but somehow or other were mislaid. There are three of them.
I ask unanimous consent that the nominations be taken up as
in open executive session and passed upon now, as both Sena-
tors from Idaho, I understand, have agreed to them. 1 ask
for the immediate consideration of the nominations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be reported.

Mr. MOSES. With the report of the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads, I ask unanimous consent to submit the
:II_nnlination of D. L. Hyder to be postmaster at Hlizabethton,

enmn.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask that they be considered en bloe,
1 would like to have the names read, so that if there is any
ohjectlon as to any one of them it can be made.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Durton D. Fox to be postmaster at Challis, Idabo, in place of E. W,
Keves, Incumbenta commission expired September 5 1922,

Mildred W. Des Voignes to be postmaster at lleary, Idaho, in place
of B. M. Gorrie, resigned,

Alexander R er.ght to be postmaster at Oakes, N. Dak,, in place
of J. M. Hamll]. Incumbent's commlission expired November 21, 1922

Danjel L. Hyder to be postmaster at Elizabethton, Tenn., in place
of D. M. Brumit, resigned.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the immediate
consideration of these nominations In open executive session?
The Chair hears none. Will the Senate advise and consent to
the nominations? [Pufting the question.] The nominations
are confirmed. 3

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask that the President be notified.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The President will be notified. and
the Senate resumes legislative business,

AMENDMENT OF REVENTUE ACT OF 1821,

Mr, GLASS. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator
from Utah if it is his purpose to pursue this unfinished busi-
ness?

Mr. SMOOT. T want to pursue it unless there is some spe-

cial reason for not doing so,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT, - Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield,

Mr, WALSH 0[ Massachusetts. Will the Senator permit
me to make a very brief statement about this bill?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think 1 had better proceed
now,

AMr, WALSH of Massachusetts,
ment about this bill,

Mr. SMOOT, The Senator will have time.
to take very much time of the Senate. .

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. All I wanted to say was
that I was neither opposed to nor for the bill. I have not
had a chance to study it, but protests have come to me from
financiers in my State, asking that the bill be amended. T
have not had time to consider it, and that is the reason I am
taking the attitude that it should go over,

Mr, SMOOT. I think the Senator has received the same
protests I have, and 1 do not wonder at the protests, coming
from the source they do. I can show the Senate of the United
States advertisements in the press appealing to people who
have stocks which have decreased in value, showing them
how they can escape taxation, but if this Dill is passed they
can not,

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. The communications which
have come to me have not been in opposition to this bill,
but have asked for amendments.to it.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course we can not do that at this session
of Congress, because that would defeat the bill, on the face
of things.

1 would like to make a state-

I am not going

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore
of the House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint
resolutions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice Presi-
dent :

S, 425, An act anthorizing the Attorney General of the United
States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United
States marshals of the severul judiclal districts of the United
States within certain limits;

8.4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge
Havana ;

§.4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled “An
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi-
clary,” approved March 3, 1911;

§.3424, An act to provide for the reclamation of the United
States military reservation, Port De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii ;

S.4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of
restriction against alienation on surplus lands allotted to minor
members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma ;

8.4504, An act to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost not
to exceed $300,000, for the nse of the diplomatic and consular
establishments of the United States;

H. R. 207. An act for the relief of Mrs, Vincenza Diminico;

H. R.514. An act authorizing the payment of an amount equal
to six months' pay to Josephine H. Barin;

H. R. 624, An act for the relief of Albert H. White, Mary E.
Fowler, Lorena B. Winkler, K. E. White, and C. A. White;

H. R. 745. An act for the relief of*William H. Philbrick;

H. R.1227. An act for the relief of Frank G. Emmes;

H. R. 1263, An act for the relief of Charles L. McCulley ;

H. R, 2347, An act for the relief of certain homestead entry-
men ;

H. R.4633. An act for the relief of Allie Melinda Outter-
side

H. R. 5020. An act to provide for the sale by the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbla of certain land in the Dis-
trict of Columbia acquired for a school site, and for other pur-
poses ;

H. R, 6196. An act for the relief of Robert E. Danforth ;

H. R. 6577. An act authorizing the conveyance of certain land
in the State of South Dakota to the Robert E. Kelley Post, No.
70, American Legion, South Dakota ;-

H. R. T027. An act for the relief of Herbert 1. Shenton;

H. R. 7921, An act granting six months' pay to Alice P.
Dewey ; :

H. R. 8051.
minion Line
Phillip ;

H. R8221,

H. R, 8291,

H. R. 8533,

An act for the relief of the Commonwealth & Do-
(Ltd.), owner of the British steamship Port

An act for the relief of the Chinese Government ;
An act for the relief of Trygve Kristian Lode;
An act for the relief of Joe T. White;

H. R, 8625. An act to provide for the cession to the State of
Michigan of certain public lands in the county of Keweenaw,
State of Michigan;

H. R. 8733, An act for the relief of Harold L. McKIn!ay.

H. R. 8871, An act for the relief of Richard Andrews;

H. R. 8028. An act to provide for the classification of civilian
positions within the Distriect of Columbia and in the field
services;

H. R. 9160. An act for the relief of John Anderson;

H. R.9631. An act for the relief of Edward F. Dunne, jr.;

H. R.10022. An act for the relief of Eldredge & Mason, of

Malone, N. Y. ;

H. R. 10547, An act for the relief of Jacob Dietch

H. R.10848. An act for the relief of Estella W. Dougherty ;

H. R. 11528, An act to allow credits in the accounts of certain
disbursing officers of the Army of the United States;

H. R, 12053, An act to define butter and to provide a standard
therefor ;

H. R, 12138, An act for the relief of Frank A. Jahn;

H. R.12171. An act to grant certain lands to the city of Skag-
way, Alaska, for a public park:;

H. R. 12378. An act granting consent of Congress to maintain
a bridge across the Rio Grande River;

H. R.12584. An act for the relief of Alice TLoeber;

H. R. 13617. An act to dissolve the Colored Union Benevolent
Association, and for other purposes;

H. R. 13724, An act for the relief of Hugh Marshall Mont-
gomery ;

H. R. 18751. An act authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to sell and patent certain lands to Robert E, Wyche, a
resident of (‘addo Parish, Ta.;

H, R. 13903, An act for the relief of the New York State
Fair Commission ;

H. R, 14089, An act granting six months' pay to Harriet B.
(Castle;
© H. R, 14183. An act to anthorize the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to sell a portion of the Federal building site in the city
of Duquoein, Ill.;

H. R. 14222, An act to amend the trading with the enemy
act;

H. R. 14226. An act to preserve the status of persons awarded
compensation under the act approved September 17, 1916;
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H. R. 14296. An act to authorize the county of Huron,
State of Michigan, to convey a certain described tract of land
to the State of Michigan for public park purposes;

H. R. 14351. An act to authorize bridging the Ohio River
at Moundsville, W, Va.;

H. R. 14428, An act grantlng the consent of Congress to the
reconstruction, maintenance, and operation of an existing
pridge sacross the Red River between Moorhead, Minn., and
Fargo, N. Dak. ;

H. R. 14429, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
reconstruction, maintenance, and operation of an existing
bridge across the Red River between Grand Forks, N. Dak,
and East Grand Forks, Minn. ;

H. J. Res. 415. Joint resolutlon to authorize the improve-
ment of the Columbia River at St. Helens, Oreg.;

H. J. Res, 442, Joint resolution to authorize the transporta-
tion to Porto Rico of a committee representing the Fourth
Ohio Infantry, war with Spain; and

H. J. Res, 465. Joint resolution carrying out the purpose of a
House resolution providing for a legislative clerk to the acting
minority leader of the House, adopted March 3, 1923.

ADVANCE IN BUGAR PRICES.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, last Friday the junior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsa] had printed in the REcorp
a circular letter signed by one M, Doran, an assistant secretary
of the United States Sugar Associatlon, Who he 1s, where he
is from, no one seems to know.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President——

Mr, SMOOT. And I am going to take just a short time——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator yield? The
RtEcorp shows that he is secretary of the United States Sugar
Association.

Mr, SMOOT. That is what I have said.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Does the Senator know of
such an assoclation?

Mr, SMOOT. I know of such an association.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What authority has the
Senator to say that who he is and where he comes from, nobody
knows?

Mr, SMOOT. If the Senator will please let me proceed with-
out interruption, I will tell the Senator before I get through.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator should not
make incorrect statements,

THE SUGAR TARIFF,

Mr, SMOOT. Several weeks ago there was laid before me a
closely typewritten seven-page letter bearing date of January
26, written by the * United States Sugar Association,” and ad-
dressed to one of my colleagues, with the request that I have it
analyzed.

I found the letter full of inaccuracies, truths half told, and
colored statements, evidently designed to mislead my colleagues.
Failing to find in it a fair or honest paragraph, I placed the
letter in the hands of Truman G. Palmer, who is known the
world over—ex cathedra—as the best posted sugar man and
statistician in America, whose statistical loose-leaf sugar publi-
cation is used throughout the sugar-producing countries of the
world, and is subscribed to by both beet and cane sugar pro-
ducers. Even the seaboard refiners, who use the truth with
such penurious frugality, admit and pay tribute to the re-
liability of Mr. Palmer's sugar statistics.

Mr, Palmer has gone over this letter very carefully, analyzing
it from beginning to end, and furnished me with the statistical
figures with explanations. I ask to insert these in 8-point type
as a part of my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, it is so ordered,

The matter referred to is as follows:

MISSTATEMENT REGARDING NEW YORK FPRICE OF SUGAR SEPTEMBER 22 TO
NOYEMBER 22, 1922,

In the opening paragraph the pretense is made that this
seven-page closely typewritten letter is written “ for the purpose
of informing you about some of the effects of the tariff on
sugar imposed by the Fordney-McCumber bill.L” We will en-
deavor to see whether it is information or misinformation these
people are trying to spread among your colleagues.

The first statement of alleged statistical fact made by the
refiners in their letter is as follows:

“Between the date of its approval, September 22, 1922, and
November 22, 1922, the price of raw sugar advanced from 3
cents to 4 cents per pound, the duty-paid price of raw sugar
from 4.78 cents to 5.78 cents per pound, and the New York
price for refined sugar from 6.25 cents to 7.25 cents per pound,
or all of above exactly 1 cent per pound.”

LXIV-
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Here is a definite statement covering three sets of quotations
to the effect that in each case, from September 22, 1922, to No-
vember 22, 1922, the price of sugar in New York advanced
“exactly 1 cent per pound.” New York quotations of sugar
are known to everyone in the trade and are open to the publie
through the pages of Willet & Gray’s Statistical Sugar Trade
Journal and various other trade publications.

How utterly unreliable are the figures the refiners give is
shown by comparing them with the actual New York quotn-
tions on the dates mentioned. It will be seen that in but vne
instance have the refiners stated the figures correctly, and that
instead of there having been an advance of “ exactly 1 cent per
pound " it was from three-fourths to a little over seven-eighths
cent per pound:

Price of raw sugar
per pound.
Differenca,
Sept. 22. | Deoc. 22,
New York in bond: Cents. Cents. Cents.
= 3 4 1
% 3 3. 825 825
................................... 4.78 5. 78 1
Actu.al 1}rloe ............................... 4.m 5. 65 58
8.25 7.25 1
6,125 6.56 735

A quarter of a cent a pound seems small, but when applied
to the 3,237,449 tons of Cuban sugar which we consumed last
year, we find that the refiners’ figures are in error to the extent
of no less than $16,000,000 on our 1922 consumption of Cuban
sugar, and a guarter of a cent added to or taken from our total
1922 consumption would make a difference to consumers of no
less than $28,000,000.

SENATOR BROUSSARD'S PREDICTION AS TO SIZE OF LOUISIANA CROF.

In the next paragraph they say:

“This advance took place despite the fact that the Louisiana
cane crop was being marketed continuously and the domestic
beet erop was being produced and was offered the opportunity
of coming on the market freely to prevent this advance. As the
Louisiana crop amounted to only 241,000 short tons, instead of
865,000 short tons predicted by Senator Brovussarp during the
course of the Senate debates, it was too insignificant to have
any influence on prices, as our total annual consumption for 1922
turned out to be 5,703,888 short tons,”

The difference between the actnal Louisiana crop and Sena-
tor Broussarp’s prediction was wholy due to an act of the
American producers of sugar in Cuba. It was caused in the
following manner:

In the summer of 1920, after the domestic beet and cane
sugar crop had been exhausted and due to a shortage in sugar,
the New York price of refined had risen to 12 cents per pound.
To profit inordinately by reason of our apparent helplessness,
the American and Cuban producers of sugar in Cuba, with
nearly 700,000 tons of sugar in their warehouses, met in Habana,
formed a pool, and agreed not to sell any of their product at less
than 24 cents per pound. This forced the United States to
scour the world for sugar and resulted in her securing approxi-
mately & million tons from 50 other countries at an average
cost of about 15 cents per pound. This displaced the market for
that amount of Cuban sugar and left Cuba with a carry over
of 1,200,000 tons in January, 1921, and the price of sugar went
to smash, throwing the island into virtual bankruptey, all be-
cause of the rapacity of her American refining producers who
thought they could bleed us white.

The price of sugar went so low that Louisiana found it im-
possible to finance for any but the smallest acreage, hence the
decreased crop, all because of the attempt of the American pro-
ducers of sugar in Cuba to bleed us for 24 cents per pound for
their raw sugar at a time when we were practically out of sugar
and their Cuban warehouses were bursting with several hundred
thousand tons for which there was no market outside of the
United States. In our time of need it was indeed a sordid
return for the continuing favor we extended to Cuban sugax
under the reciprocity treaty 20 years ago,

DOMESTIC FREIGHT (BEET) PROTECTION, 1} CENTS PER POUND,

The next paragraph of the letter in question is as follows:

“As the domestic beet production for 1922 was 691,000 short
tons, as compared with 1,020,000 short tons in 1921 and 1,060,000
short tons in 1920, and was therefore barely sufficient to sup-
ply local consumption needs during a period of six months,
pales were confined to local territory, so that the beet fac-
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tories could add: to their price the freight protection.that, they
weredf’avored with over cane; refineries, averaging: 1% cents, per
pound.”

It will: be  news, indeed, and' good: news: to the beet-sugar
manufacturers to know that they enjoy an' average  freight
protection of 1} cents per pound against Cuban sugar at New
York. This statement should bear the leadline, “ Important,.
if troe:” But itds not true

Some years ago the figures were gathered and published
showing: the weekly cane and beet sugar quotations in Pitts-
burgh, Detroit, Chicago. Kansas City, Denver, and San Fran-
cisco for: a period of six years. These tables included some
4,000 quotations: They cover the years 1913 to 1918; Below I
reproduce the yearly averages of these figures, together with
the New York averages. Quotatlons on the same day in the
same markets were so wide in 1919 and 1920 as to preclude
preparing similar tables for those years. I understand that
q_uotatitms for subsequent years are now in course of prepara-
tion, but owing to continued unstable market conditions they
;‘Ivlll not form a reliable basis of comparison with normal condi-

ons,

A verage annual price of beet and cane sugor in. certain leading. United Stales markets,

1813-1918.
New Pittsburgh. Detroit. Chieago.
York
Year. cane; -
refined,| Cane | Beet | Cane.| Beet | Cane | Beet
per | per | per | per | per | per | per
pound. | pound. | pound. | pound. | pound. | pound. | pound.
Gents. | Cents. |, Cents. | Cents..| Cents. | Cents. | Cents.
4.278 | 4.431 | 4.287'| 4.461 | 4.316 | 4519 4. 376
40653 | LF6Z( 4746 | 4893 | 4776 | 4041 4. 831
G5.559 |" 5.728 | | 5.520'] 5.755 | 5.560 ) 5814 5.018
6,862 | T.048 | 6897 | 7.077 | 6.907 | 7.138 6. 067
7.683 | T.855 | 7.437 | 7.914| 7.468| 7.72% 7.523
7.834 | B.000 | 7.887 | B060'| RO060 | 8154 8.131
6.146 | 6.320 | 6.147 | 6.361 | 6.181 , 6.381 6,240
Kansas City. Denver. Ban Francisco.
Yean C;;s Best | Cane | Beet | Cane | Beet
- per per per per. per
pound: rplmncl.| pound. | pound. | pound. | ponnd.
,Cents.. | Cents. .| Cents. | Cents.
' 4453 | 4087 4742 4.645 4 440
4.011'| 5298 | G087 4.983 41737
5.600 | 6.149 | 5040 | 5.550 5. 635
L T.044| T423 7.199.| 7.081 6. 865
7.610°1 S.004 | 7.816'| 7.461 7.31%
B.241'| 7.874 | s55&| 7.777 7754
6,325 6.614| 6.553 | 6.288 6.126

By working out a general average for the entire six-year
period we get the following results:

1 Beﬂu hij %;aet Tower
; A0 Now ALl CAns

l.g!?“ per 100 nomege.| York cane| insame
> < per 100 imarket' per
pounds, | 100 pounds.
o vt AW IR RS LR E ety (2L % PLET 1 $0,055 $0.220
Pitteburphint v sl or ook 6.320 $8.0a1. 1,131 .348
0 R R S Y 6. 361 6.015 112 <123
Chicago..... 6,381 | 6. 258 157 157
Kinsas City. 6,480 6,303 37! . 0o
Denver.. .. 6.614 6.523 1,027 . 168
Ban Franclo0s. . cqvevanearisins 6.288 6,110 072 l 185

! Lower than New York cane prices

It will be'seen from the figures above that instead of having
an. average freight advantage of 1% cents per pound; as com-
pared  with: the New York: cane priee; for the entire six-year
period- beet: sugar sold’ int Pittsburgh, Detroit; and’' San' Fran-
cisco at 5} cents; 18.1 cents, and 2.7 cents, respectively, per 100
less: than: the New: York price of sugar made from imported
Cuban raws during the' same period. It also' will be seen that
the average freight advantage enjoyed for sixi yemrs by beet
sugar in the six cities mentioned' amounted; to: only 7.2 cents
per 100 pounds, and not $1.50 per 100, as: the: refiners would
have your' colleagues believe. It also'will be observed that in

the same markets jobbers seenred: beet sugar at an average of ||

186 cents.less per 100 than the priee at which they were:able
to. secure: cane sugar made from imported Cuban. raws., Had:

our entire:consumption, last yeur been made from domestic beets

and been purchased. at a, like reduction from the: price of im-

ported Cuban.sugar. the saving to. our people would have.

amounted to over $21,218,000.

STATEMENTS OF SENATORS SMOOT, NICHOLSON, TOWNSEXD, AND GOODING
CRITICTZED,

The next paragraph of fhe letfer reads as follows:

* They, (domestic beet-sugar produeers) il not rush. into
territory in which they would come into competition with sugar
refined from. Cuban cane and prevent. this advance, in accord-
ance with the claims that they have always done so. made by
Senators Syoor, NicHoLsoX, TowxsEND, and Goobixneg during. the
course of the Senate debate.”

In. the above and in.subsequent paragraphs where they say
beet sugar was not: offered freely aml hence there was an un-
usual. earry over into 1923, the refiners would lead the reader
to believe the domesiic beet-sugar manufacturers were trylng
to gouge the American people by. exaeting high prices for theie
produet, when. as a, matter, of fact their sugars were offered
freely, andevery: bag. of it was sold at.a lower price than im-
ported cane sugar was selling for on. the 'same: day in the same
market.

Reference to the pages of Willett & Gray's Statistical Sugar
Trade Journal willidisclose the truth. or falsity of: the:thought
the refiners: wonld convey to my colleagues. DPlease bear. in
mind that Chicago is the great market for beet sugar. more beet
sugar being: marketed there than at any other point. From
these quotations you will observe, first, that as soon. as beet
sugars were being produced they came-into the market freely,
not only in the markets from Chicago west, but east to; Buffalo
and’ Pittsburgh, right in the lreart of the cane terrvitory usually
supplied: by seaboard refiners. You alse will note that each
advance in price was made by seaboard refiners, the beet fol--
lowing but always selling at a lower fignre than imported cane,
and that the advances in price were not made because of the
beet but in spite of beet competition. Copies of Willetl. &
Gray's weekly notices concerning:the movement of: beet sugars
from September 14 to:December 31, 1922 the period alluded to
by the refiners, are as follows:

MOVEMENT OF BEET SUGAR, SEPTEMBER 14 TO DECEMBER 28, 1822, AB NOTED-
BY WILLBIT & GRAY.

W. & Gi, September 14, 1922: * Advices from. Detroit state
that the easterm beet sugar factories' new produetion will be
available sometime between the 1st and: 16th of October.”

W. & G., September 21, 1922: “ New crop beet sugars are
offered more freely, but it is too early for actual sugars to ap-
pear in guantity, althougli Great Western advises that they. are
now offering beets at' the 6.15 (6.027 net cash) seaboard basls
in Chicago territory and westward. Hastern Leets are expeeted
to be available between the 1st'and 15th of October: Muany of
the beet factories, including the Great Western, offer their
sugars on a 30-day guaranteed contruct, the guarantee apply-
ing agninst decline in the price.” New York granulated; 6123
net cash (cane).

W. & G., October 5, 1922: “ Western: beet in' Chicago' terri-
tory is quoted at (.50 cents (6.370" net cash) seaboard basis"
New York cane granulated, (.37 cents net cash,

W. & G., October 11, 1922: “ According' to' our advices from
Detroit, Michigan new crop beet sugars are offered, subject' to
confirmation, at 6.50 cents (6.870 net casli) seaboard basis,
shipment on or before October 31." New York cane granulated,
6.468 cents. ;

W. & G., October 10, 1922: “An interesting feature during
the week has been tlie starting up of the’ Ohlo and Michigan
beet: sugar factories;, and whith factories are quoting 6.80 cents
(6.664 cents net cash) seaboard basis, no guarantee, shipment
in' turn, but which shipments are'expected to start early next
week.,” New York cane  granulated, 6.90' cents (6.762° net
cash). {

W. & G., October 26, 1922: “ At this writing, the demand at
6.90 cents (6.762 cents net cash) has improved materially,
necessitating an advance of 7 cents (6.860 net cash), by
Ameriean; National, Warner, and Atkins, and to 6.90 (6,762 cents
net cash) by Arbuckle: Other markets made corresponding
advances.” New York cane granulated; 6.762 cents net cash.

W. & G., November 2, 1922: “ The same conditions apply to
the domestic beet industry as, altheugh many of the faetories
advanced their list prices to 6.90 cents (0,762 cents net cash),
there have been free offerings at the 6.80 centsi (6.064 cents
net.cash) seaboard basis, and apparently a good business: has
been: done.” New York cane granulated, 6.762 cents net cash.

W. & G, November 9, 1922: “ The eastern beet sellers. have:
made- an. effort, to. advance their price above the G.80- cents,
'(8.664 cents net cash) seaboard basis, and:the:free: selling and
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easier conditions of the Louisiana clarifieds and plantation
markets are also hav ayg their effect on the demand for refined
sugar.” New York cane granulated, 6.762 cents net cash.

W. & (., November 16, 1922: “ Beet sugars continue un-
changed at the 6.80 cents (6.664 cents net cash) seaboard
hasis both east and west of Chicago, but reports from the beet-
growing sections are becoming more favorable, and it now looks
as if the improved outturn recenily looked for will not be
obtained.” New York cane granulated, 6.762 cenis net cash,

W. & G., November 23, 1922: * We have had no new advices
from the beet manufacturers, their gquotation continuing to be
maintained at 6.80 cents (6.664 cents pet cash), seaboard basis,
for territory east of Chicago to Buffale, Pittsburgh, and west of
Chicago to Rocky Mountains.,” New York cane granulated
6.86 cents net cash.

W. & (., November 29, 1922: “ The beet-sugar situation has
been somewhat irregular, the eastern beet manufacturers appar-
ently being reluctant to advance, although on Monday they in-
creased their price from 6.80 cents (6.664 cents net cash) to 6.90
cents (6.762 cents net cash) and later advanced their list basis
t0 7.10 cents (T cents net cash), although their last advlces to us
are that the 7.15 cents (7 cents net cash) price is nominal and
that they continue selling at 6.90 cents (6.762 cents) seaboard
hasis. The western manufacturers have also advanced their
price to 7.15 cents (7 cents net cash), but it is somewhat doubt-
ful whether they are firm at this price, Undoubtedly some
sugars could be obtained from them at 7 cents (6.86 cents net
cash) and probably at the price named by the western beet-
sugar refiners.” New York cane granulated 6.958 cents net
cash.

W. & G., December 7, 1922: “Advices from eastern beet cen-
ters report a recession to the old price of 6.90 ceuts (6.762
cents net cash), seaboard basis, for favorable territory, al-
though the list price was 25 points higher, and while the west-
ern beet manufacturers do not name anything below 7.10 cents
(6,958 cents net cash), they undoubtedly are meeting the com-
petition of the eastern manufacturers.”” New York granulated
6.938 cents net cash.

W. & G., December 14, 1922: * We have no important advices
from the beet-growing sections, both eastern and western beets
being guoted at 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net cash), seahoard
hasis.” New York cane granulated 6.958 cents net cash.

W. & G., December 21, 1922: * Eastern beet manufacturers
have reduced their guotation from 690 cents (6.762 cents net
cash) to 6.80 cents (6,664 cents net cash) seaboard basis, but
we have heard no advices from the western beet producers,
whose quotation remains nominally 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net
cash).” New York cane granulated 6.958 cents net cash.

W. & G., December 28, 1922 ; “ Eastern beet sugars continue to
he quoted at 6.80 cents ((6.664 cents net cash), the same as pre-
viously reported from Michigan, but the western manufacturers,
for territory west of Chicago to the Rocky Mountains, have ad-
vanced their price from 6.90 cents (68.762 cents net ecash) to
6.80 cents (6.864 cents net cash), all beet quotations seaboard
basis.” New York cane granulated 6.86 cents net cash,

TARDY SALES OF 1622 BERT-SUGAR CROP,

The next paragraph of the letter is as follows:

*“ Ordinarily the domestic beet-sugar factories aim to dispose
of two-thirds of their production between October 1 and Jan-
uary 1, as the prices then are generally higher than later when
the Cuban and Porto Rican crops come on the market in large
volume, But this year they have not disposed of one-quarter
of their crop up to the 1st of January, and hence there is a
carry over of domestic beet sugar into 1923 of 450,000 tons.”

As with other statements of the refiners, the above is untrue.
As shown by the monthly sugar reports of the Census Burean,
to January 1, 1923, there had been produced 683,603 tons of
domestic beet sugar, and of the new crop there had been sold
258,111 tous, or 37.7T per cent and not less than 25 per cent, as
stated by the refiners.

Their statement that “ ordinarily ” the beet sugar people aim
to do this or do that is in error. The marketing of sugar, like
that of all other staple crops, is a mere matter of merchandis-
ing coupled with financial ability, Some of the weaker com-
panies are compelled to rush their sugars to market as soon as
made, regardless of the prevailing price, while others are able
to hold their product if they so elect. Or one guesses that the
market is going up and markets leisurely, while another guesses
that the market is going down and markets rapidly. All try
to sell to best advantage, but for the following reasons do-
mestic sugar always sells for a lower price than sugar made
from foreign raw:

The normal beet sugar erop of the United States is sufficient
to supply our requirements for less than three months Aside

from California, the crop is made in three to four months—
October to January—and finds our markets already supplied
with imported eane sugar, the refiners of which are amply able
to supply our total requirements the entire year So in order
to Induce the jobbers to break away temporarily from the re-
finers and handle the domestic product it is necessary for the
doméstic producers to offer their sugar at a lower price than
cane, varying from 10 cents to as high as 40 cents per hundred,
the size of the reduction depending upon the amount of com-
petition among the beet people themselves As the domestic
sugir comes on the market and is offered at a lower price than
cane, the seaboard refiners gradually reduce their prices, first
in the West, until finally when their margin of profit dis-
appears they withdraw from the far West, then from Missouri
River points, then Chicago, gradually retreating eastward until
the flood of domestic sugar is absorbed, when they mark up
the price and reenter the market.

In times gone by in an endeavor to crush the domestic heet
sugar industry by forcing it to sell at a tremendous loss they
have made their Missouri River price even lower than the price
of raw sugar in New York, exhibiting a willingness to lose
millions themselves if they bur could ruin their competitor.
But as such efforts proved futile. they now aim to withdraw
when their profits reach the vanishing point, frequently elosing
tdown their refineries until the onrush of beet sugar is over.
EEET-SUGAR PRODUCERS WOULD NOT SELL PRODUCT EVEN AT HIGH PRICES.

The next statement of the refiners is as follows:

“They (the domestic beet-sugar producers) did not offer their
product for sale freely at 7.25 cents per pound, seaboard basis,
although the price during this period (September 22 to Decem-
ber 31) in the previous year, 1921, was 5.20 cents per pound, or
2.05 cents per pound less. Hence they displayed no philanthropy
toward Ameérican consumers of sugar, as thelr Senate advocates
and defenders have attempted to lead the public believe.”

The sentence above is as misieading as are those which pre-
cede and follow it. It conveys the idea that from September
22, 1922, to December 31, 1922, the heet-sugar producers could
have secured T4 cents per pound. seaboard basis, for their sugar
but declined to sell at that figzure. No one knows better than
do the refiners that the highest net cash New York price at
which granulated sugar sold in 1922 was 6.958 cents and that
under no possible circumstances could a pound of either domes-
tic or imported sugar have been marketed above that basis. As
beet alwaysg sells below cane, of course “ they did not offer their
produet for sale freely at 7.25 cents per pound.” As well say
they did not offer it at 10 or 20 cents per pound. They stafed
a truth, but with the deliberate purpose of deceiving the reader,
Below are Willett & Gray's guotations for cane and beet gran-
ulated for the period in guestion:

Beet granu-
lated, New
York basls.

Cents.

As to philanthropy, no one claims to be actunated by philan-
thropic motives in disposing of his product, be it sugar or po-
tatoes. They all get what they can in the open market. It
is a “bogy man” the refiners set up to knock down. I have
heard or read every sugar speech which has beeen delivered
in both Houses of Congress for the past 20 years and do not
recollect that any advocate of the domestic Industry has heen
so foolish as to attribute philanthropic sentiments to the do-
mestic manufacturers in the sale of their product. It is a
clumsy attempt to ridicule the intelligence of Members of the
Senate who are patriotic enough fo defend the domestic in-
dustry and try and save it and the people from the machinations
of refining and Cuban enemies,

The saving to the American people by reason of having es-
tablished a domestic sugar industry comes not from philan-
thropy but because of the competitive conditions which Congress
has established through levying such import duty as enables the
domestic sugar industry to live and by competition prevent the
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refiners and other American producers of sugar in Cuba from
practicing extortion.

Philanthropy does not enter into the equation. It is purely a
matter of national policy. And speaking of national policy; as
I already have stated, either Cuba or the United States can
produce our entire sugar supply. The guestion is, is it best for
and safer for the American people te import our sugar from
Cuba or produce it at home. We recently have passed
through an illuminating experience which furnishes good
ground on which to base logieal conclugions, If we admit that
domestic producers if given a chance would be as grasping as
the producers of sugar in Cuba have proven themselves to be,
we must not overlook the fact that our antitrust laws forbid
domestic producers forming pools, combinations and selling
agreements by which extortion might be practiced and that
these laws can not reach the producer of sugar in Cuba.

All through the war, the United States Government by agree-
ment with domestic sugar producers, fixed the maximum price
at which their product could be sold, the price ranging from
T4 cents for the 1917 to 9 cents for the 1918 crops. To prevent
excessive extortion on the part of producers of sugar in Cuba,
the United States Govermment purchased the entire Cuban
1017-18 erop at more than double the price per pound they
received for their 1914 crop. The following vear we purchased
their erop at an advance of 170 per cent above the price they
received in 1914, The uext year they offered us their crop at
a price representing an increase of 220 per cent above what
they received in the open market for their 1914 crop and we
declined to purchase. ;

What would have happened to us had we not purchased their
1917 and 1918 crops at a fixed price, and what would happen
fo us at any time in the future should a sugar shortage con-
frout us, can be judged by what these worthy philanthropists
tried to put over on us in 1920, following our decline to pur-
chuse their 1919 crop. Because of the sugar shortage in June,
1920, refined granulated sugar sold in New York at 9.9 to 13.72
cents per pound. Cuban warehouses were bulging with between
600,000 and 700,000 tons of raw sugar and our sugar bins were
empty. These philanthropic American producers of sugar in
Cuba, who had fattened on the high prices we had paid them
for their last two crops, thought they saw a chance to get any
figure they might fix for their warehoused 600,000 tons of
sugar. So, taking advantage of our apparent Lelplessness and
dependency upen them, they met in Habans on June 30, 1920,
and formed a pool, under the terms of which they agreed not
to sell us a pound of raw sugar at less than 24 cents, or about
twice the price that granulated them was selling for in New
York.

By scouring the world for sugar and bringing in a little from
each of 50 different eountries, we managed to secure some
874.000 tens at an average price of about 15 ecents per pound
and so broke the pool, but at what a cost to the American
people! Cuba bled us for $609,000,000 for our 1920 purchases
of sugar, and altogether our sugar imports in that year cost
usg the enormous sum of $970,767,339, a sum sufficient to erect
and completely equip five hundred and forty 1,000-ton beet-sugar
plants with an annual producing capacity of five and one-half
million tons of sugar, requiring 48,000,000 tons of beets, which
at 86 per ton would yield Ameriean farmers $288,000,000 a
yeur. Yet the refiners who own the bulk of the sugar industry
of Cuba would have us abandon the home industry and leave
the American people to their tender mercies.

ECONOMICALLY ABSURD—STATEMENT OF SENATOR SMOOT.

They say:

*“The above developments are the practical answers to the
claims that the tariff does not increase the prices, and that
the influences of the tariff-favored domestic beet and Louisiana
cane-sugar production always brings about a deeline in prices,
You will reeall the graphic set of statistics that Senator Saoor
exhibited in the Senate Chamber during his speech on” August
7, 1922, attempting to show that whenever the tariff on sugar
was increased the price of sugar declined, and whenever the
tariff on sugar was redueed the price of sugar advanced. These
statements were farnished him by Truman G, Palmer, secretary
and treasurer of the United States Sugar Manufacturers' As-
sociation—the beet-sugar lobby at Washington—and were eco-
nomically absurd. If, as a matter of fact, the price of sugar
increused when the tariff was reduced, Senator Sioor and
other high-tariff advocates should have fought for free instead
of an increase in the tariff. This is the inevitable logic of such
a position.”

The refiners again do not state the truth. It is simply
another misstatement made in an endeaver to make me appear
ridiculous and illogical. The statement made, based on the sta-

tistics In question, was that whenever the United States duty was

' Increased on sugar, the New York in-bend price of raw sugar

declined, and whenever the duty was lowered, the New York
in-bond price of raw sugar advanced. As regards the price
of refined sugar, the figures, as printed in my speech in the
CoxgressioNar Recorp of August 7, 1922 (p. 11012), plainly
showed that there was an increose in the New York wholesale
price of refined when the duty was inceased, and that when the
duty was reduced there was a reduction in the price of refined,
but that only a portion of the difference in the rate of duty
was reflected in the price of refined.

The whele point of my argument was that the foreign pro-
ducer absorbed the larger portion of the inerease in duty and
appropriated the larger portion of the reductions in duty. The
figures showed that when the duty was reduced by the Wilson
bill, the importers and refiners appropriated 76.3 per cent of
the reduction; that when the duty was iuereased by the
Dingley bill the importers and refiners absorbed 533 per cent
of the increased duty; that when it was reduced by the Cuban
reciprocity treaty the importers and refiners appropriated 61.4
per cent of the reduoction, and that when it again was reduced
by the Underwood bill the refiners and importers appropriated
54 per cent of the reduction.

In other words, en three oceasions, when we have lowered
the duty, the refiners have stolen T6.3 per cent, 61.4 per eent,
and 54 per cent of the benefits which were intended should
Zo to the people, and on the one occasion, when you increased
the duty, the refiners and importers pald 58.3 per cent of the
inerease through lowering the In-bond price of raw sugar and
lowering the refiners’ margin between raw and refined.

PRICE OF SUGAR DECLINES BRECAUSE OF EARLY PRODUCTION IN CUBA.

The next paragraph of the refiner's letter is as follows:

“There was no rellef from this advance until December
14, 1022, when duty-paid raw sugar declined to 3.67 cents per
pound and New York refined to 7.10 cents per pound, which
was entirely due to the influenee of the new Cuban cane crop.
The campaign in Cuba opened on November 27. in 1922, as
compared with December 7, 1921, and twice as many sngar
mills were in operation in 1922 as there were in 1921, as a result
of which 300,000 tons of raw sugar were produced in Cuba
up to the 1st of January, as compared with none in 1921, and
150,000 tons of this new crop reached the local markets and
brought aboutf a decline.”

According to Willett & Gray, the New York price of 96°
raw sugar on October 30, 1922, was 5.53 cents per pound, No-
vember 15 it reached 5.78 cents, and on December 14 it dropped
back to 553 cents, this being the decline which the refiners
would have your eolleague believe was attributable to the early
campaign in Cuba resulting in the produetion of 300,000 tons,
of which 150,000 tons had been shipped and had “ reached the
local markets and brought about the deeline” of December 14,
This is still further from the truth than even the refiners
usually get, especially where the falsity of their figures is so
easily proven. Instead of Cmba having commenced grinding
early and having produced 200,000 tons, of which 150,000 tons
had “ reached the local markets and brought about the decline "
of December 14, Cuba on December 16 had made but 59,344 tons,
of which only 18,202 tons had reached her shipping ports and
only 4,571 tons had been loaded and shipped. Even this infini-
tesimal amount still was afloat and had not * reached the local
markets and brought about the decline™ of December 14,
Please refer to Willett & Gray of December 21, page 622, whera
you will find the following table:

Cuban production—I922-23 crop.

Tons.
All centrals to Dee. 16, 1922, partially estimated (less Cuban
consum n te date) S P s A e S ob, 844
Stock, 1922-23 crop sugars at shipping ports_..._____ 13, 631
Total exports, 1922-28 crop sugars__________________ ., 8T1

Total receipts at shipping ports, 1922-23 crop sugars__ 18, 203

Btock 1922-23 erop sugars on plantations and in transit_ 41, 143

That 4,571 tons of Cuban sugar “ afloat ” somewhere between
New York and a Cuban port would drive the New York market
down a quarter of a cent a pound is absurd, indeed, when one
considers that our average consumption last year amounted
to 15,616 tons a day for every day in the year, and this little
dab of sugar would last us for a little less than 5 hours and
30 minutes, Even the entire amount of sugar on Cuba's docks
at that time was less than a 24-hour supply for the United
States. And if the production of such a small quantity of
sugar in Cuba wounld so greatly affect the New York sugar
market, why fail to mention Louisiana production? The New
Orleans receipts of new crop Louisiana sagars on December 13
amounted to 65,885 tons, which is nearly five times as much
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sugar received at one United States port as had arrived at
all the ports of Cuba. Of this Louisiana sugar, 58,419 tons had
bheen sold, or more than twelve times the amount of sugar that
had been shipped from Cuba on the same date.

As the refiners adroitly weave in another date, that of De-
cember 30, although the decline was on December 14, let us see
if Cuba even then had produced 800.000 tons, of which 150,000
tons had * reached the local markets and brought about the
decline " of December 14. By referring to Willet & Gray, De-
cember 80, Cuba had only produced 190,127 tons, of which only
77.778 tons had reached a shipping port, and that of this only
40,907 tons, or less than a three days' United States supply,
had been shipped.

Cuban production, 1922-23 crop.

Tons.
All centrals to Dec. 30, 1922, partly estimated. —— ——————~ 190, 127
Lesg Cuban ¢ Toih e e g F e B e S S s S
190,127
Tons.
Btock 10922-23 sugars at =hipping ports o __ 36. 871
Total exports 1922-23 crop sugars_ - __ 40, 907
Total receipts at shipping ports 1922-23 crop sugars_ - —— 17,778

Stock 1822-23 crop sugars on plantations in transzit to ports__ 112, 348

Comment on the falsity of the refiners’ siatement and the
absurdity of their contention would seem to be unnecessary.

If it were true that such a small amount of Cuban production
caused the decline of December 14, how is it that on February
10, 1923, when Cuba had produced 1,035,259 tons of new-crop
sugar, the New York in-bond price of sugar, as stated in press
dispatches, had reached * the highest level in alinost two years ™ ?
The refiners knew that the decline of December 14 was in
no wise attributable to Cuban production.

PORTO RICO ALSO A co:«rn:nr‘ronzl 31\:55 TO DECLINE IN THE PRICE OF
"GAR.

The refiners next set forth at considerable length the various
downward fluctuations of raws on the New York market, and
conclude the paragraph with:

“These further declines were due to the combined influences
of the Cuban and Porto Rican receipts of new-crop sugars and
the large carry over of domestic beet into 1923."

I already have alluded to the slim production of Cuban sugar
prior to January 1. Now they attempt to give Porto Rico a
part of the credit for the decline. Inasmuch as the monthly
census reports on sugar received by the refineries show that our
refiners received only 11,681 tons of Porto Rican sugar during
the month of November and only 77 tons in December, Porto
Rican sugar was not much of & factor in bringing about a de-
cline. Why give Porto Rico's little 11.700 tons eredit for bring-
ing about the decline and withhold credit from Louisiana,
which, according to the Census Bureau, during the same
months—November and December—supplied the refiners with
92.549 tons of raw sugar? And how, in the same breath that
they eredit the decline to exaggerated production and sales of
Cuban and Porto Rican sugars, can they credit it to “ the large
earry over of domestiec beet into 1923”7 1 fail te get the logic
of their reasoning.

BAN FRANXCISCO PRICEE ALWAYS 40 TO B0 POINTS ABOVE NEW YORK.

The next paragraph of the refiners’ letter is as follows:

“The advances and declines referred to above were relatively
the same throughout the country, as all sugars are sold upon
the New York price plus the freight charge. The exception
is the Paciflc coast. The San Francisco prices of sugar are
always as mueh as 40 points, and frequently as much as 50
points, above New York quotations, although all sugar enter-
ing the port of San Francisco is duty free and nearly all
entering the port of New York is subject to duty. The Pacific
coast sugar interests are in a position to exaet this preminm
from consumers of their own refinery at Crockett, Calif, and
refine all of their raw product there, and the balance of the
Hawallan raw-sugar production is controlled by John and
Adolph Spreckels, who own the Western Sugar Co., located in
San Francisco, and besides control one-half of the beet-sngar
produetion of California. Owing to this kind of monopoly and
prohibitive freight rates against Cuban cane refineries, they
charge their consumers as much more as they feel they will
submit to without protest, which averages about one-half cent
per pound over the New York prices.”

There are several misstatements of fact in the paragraph
quoted ahove. The statement that * San Francisco prices of
sugar are always as much as 40 points, and frequently as much
as 50 polnts, above New York quotations, although all sugar
entering the port of San Franecisco is duty free and nearly all
entering the port of New York is subject to duty " is untrue.

As stated above, for six years I gathered and published the
weekly sugar quotations for a number of American cities, in-
cluding New York and San Francisco. The yearly averages
;o;'l these two citles, as published in Concerning Sugar, are as
ollows:

San San
F‘ran-m Fran-

L ] 11 Ci800
gg’k San San cane beet
b B 2 T Fran- mgd c‘o%

4 cisce cisco pa par
X, tal | cane beet with with
100 | Perl00 | per 100 New New
pounds, | Pounds. | pounds. | York | York
' i | gt
per per
pouands. | pounds.
$4. 645 $4. 449 $0, 387 $0.171
4.933 4.737 . 250 054
5. 850 5.635 .201 078
7. 061 8. 865 199 003
7.461 7.314 1,202 1,349
1.0 7.754 1,057 1,080
6.288 6,126 141 .o

1 Less than New York price of imperted cane refined.

From the figures above it will be seen that only once in
six years did the price of cane sugar in San Franeisco average
as much as 36.7 cents per hundred higher than the New York
cane granulated price—and for the six-year period it averaged
but 14.1 cents per hundred higher than the New York price.
As to the San Francisco price of domestic beet sugar, it will
be seen that in no year did it average more than 17.1 cents
higher than the New York price of cane, that one year it
averaged 34.9 cents under New York, that for three of the
six years it was below New York, and that for the six-year
period it averaged but 2.1 cents higher than the New York
price of granulated, made from Cuban raws. So the statement
that “ The San Francisco prices of sugar are always as much
as 40 points and frequently as munch as 50 points above New
York quotations ” is without foundation in fact and the charge
of extortion on the part of John and Adolph Spreckels falls
to the ground.

Incidentally the refiners, while accusing the Spreckels with
extortion as owners of the Western Sugar Refining Co,, failed
to mention the faet that an even 50 per cent of the stock
of that company is and has been owned for years by the
American Sugar Refining Co., the Sugar Trust, which thereby
is and has been a full participant in any extortion practiced.

Furthermore, the refiners say the Spreckels * control one-
half of the beet-sugar production of California and because of
their monopoly they charge their customers as much as they
feel they will submit to without protest, which averages about
half a cent per pound over the New York prices.” 1 have
already shown that for six years they averaged to charge
their customers 2.1 cents per hundred less than the New
York refiners charged theirs and as for their eontrolling one
half of the domestic beet output of California, they own and
operate 2 of the 11 operating beet-sngar factories in that
State with one-third the slicing capacity of the State,
BEET-SUGAR PRODUCERS SHARE X0 PORTION OF TARIFF BENEFITS WITH

BEET GROWERS.

They say:

“PDuring the last two years the tariff protection to the
domestic beet-sugar factories has been increased 76 per cent.
Have they shared any of this increase with the beet-sugar
farmers? A comparison of prices pald by them to farmers
for sugar beets in 1919 and 1920, under a tariff rate of 1 cent
per pound, with 1921, under a tariff rate of 1.60 cents per
pound, and 1922, under a tariff rate of 1.76 cents per pound,
will disclose.”

And again:

“The heet factories have monopolized all of the tariff subsidy
and shared none with the beet farmers. As a matter of fact, ac-
cording to the statistics of the Department of Agriculuture,
the United States average price paid beet farmers by beet fac-
tories during the whole period of the Underwood-Simmons bill,
under a tariff rate of 1 cent per pound, 1914-1920, inclusive, was
$8.2857 per ton, and the average price paid in 1921, under a
tariff rate of 1.60 cents per pound, was $6.32 per ton, and in
1922, under a tariff rate of 1.76 per pound, was $5.65 per ton,
or an average of $2.30 per ton less during the last two years.”

A more misleading statement than the above scarcely could
be made. In several long paragraphs which follow, the refiners
express great concern for American farmers, whom they claim
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secure none of the advantages of protection to domestic sugar,
all of which advantages they claim are appropriated by and
Inure solely to the hepefit of the beef-sngar manufacturers. To
one who knows, in no place in their letter is the cloven hoof
of the refiners more apparent than in the argument they make
to support this contention.

In an endeavor to substantiate their assertion they set forth
the fizures covering the price of beets for the four-vear period
1019 to 1922. They do*™not allude to the fact that, due to the
war, the price paid for beets in 1910 and 1920 was a hitherto
unheurd-of price—811.74 and $11.63, respectively—nearly double
the normal price, and for 1922 they take the * preliminary ™
payments—so stated distinetly by the Department of Agricul-
ture in its mimeograph report—and give these as though they
were all the farmers were to get. Then, to make It appear that
the farmer does not participate in the benefits of {he tariff on
sugar, they compare the abnormally high prices the farmers
received in consequence of the war, when the duty was lower,
with the partial payments the farmers had received on their
1922 crop when the duty was higher, not taking or being able
to take Into account the additional millions of dollars which the
farmers will recelve when the 1922 erop of sugar shall have
been sold and the factory managements are able to figure the
sums which are due them,

To illustrate: The refiners give the average price of beets in
1922 as $5.50 per ton in Idaho and £5.08 in Utal. Referring
to the January, 1922, Issue of the Reclamation Record, issued
by the Department of the Interior (p. 4). we find this para-
graph :

“With this bonus growers will have received $6.25 per ton
for their beets, with additional bonuses in prospect. Realizing
that the bonus to thie growers will be more than this amount,
the company—Amalgamated Sugar Co.—declared this dividend
to all the growers in Idaho and Utah, although a greater part
of the sugar made from the beets is still unsold.”

We know the 1922 fonnage of these two States was smaller
than in 1921, butf, as I have not the complete data coveriug it,
will assome for the purpose of illustration that the tounage
was the same in both years. On this basis the refiners would
have your colleagues believe that the total amount which has
been or will be paid to Utah farmers for their 1,152,000 tons
of beets is 85.08 per ton, or $5,852,100, and that all the Tarmers
of Idaho will receive for their 380.000 fons of beets is $5.50
per ton, or $2,000,000, a total of $7T,942,160 to the farmers of
both States, whereas, as will be seen by the quotations above,
they already lLave been paid $6.25 per ton, or $8,575,000, an
excess of $1,632,840, and, as stated by the Reclamation Record,
there are * additional bonuses in prospect.” If the refiners’
figures are as inaccurate for the balance of the States as they
are for Utah, they have understated the payments to farmers
by more than $9,000,000.

As for the future, the high prices which In the late winter
of 1920-21 the factories contracted to pay for beets to he
delivered in the fall of that year when sugar had dropped from
T and 8 cents to 4.7 to § cents per pound all but ruined most
of the domestic beet-sugar producers, and to prevent a recur-
rence of such a calamity still more of the new beet contracts
are being based directly on the price of sugar, while in other
cases the farmers receive a percentage of the factory’'s re-
ceipts from the sale of its Sugar., So the beet grower is as
vitally interested in the tariff und its effect on the price of
sugar as is the manufacturer himself,

As a basis upon which to predieate reliable figures, the ae-
tual figures for normal years must be taken, and if this be
done we find that the farmers have fared better with beets
than with almost any other crop they produce.

The domestic beet-sugar industry was created through the
enactment of the Dingley tariff bill in 1897, at which time
we had but a half dozen struggling little factories. The
Dingley blll levied a duty of 1.68}% cents a pound on 96-degree
raw sugar and development of the industry cominenced imme-
diately., In 1809 we had 30 factories in operation and the
United States Department of Agriculture collected and pub-
lishedl figures covering the whole industry, including the average
price paid to farmers for beets. Unfortunately the depart-
ment failed to give these figures for 1920, else 1 would use an
average, say, for a O-year period. Also for a number of
years prior to 1911 the figures are “estimated.” The World
War influenced prices from 1916 on, for which reason these
figures are worthless as a basis of comparison. This leaves
the 5-year period 1911-1915 which can be used with safety, and
as 1809 was a normal crop year, I will compare it with this
G-yeur period (see E-33 “ Concerning Sugar ™).

The average price paid per ton of beefs in 1800 was $4.30
and the average yield was 5.87 tons per acre, Thus the

farmers’ average return was $23.77 per acre of heets grown,
In the 5-year period 1911-1915 the average price paid the farmer
for beets was $5.63 per ton, an increase of 282 per cent in
the price of beets, notwithstanding the fact that durlng the
same period the price of sugar made from those beets had de-
clined 15 per cent. But this is not the only increase secured
by the farmers. As a direct result of the teaching given the
farmers by highly trained and experienced agriculturists which
are universally employed at heavy expense hy the beet-sngar
companies, they averaged to produce 10.50 tons of beets per
acre durlng this G-year period, an increase in tonnage of
T8.8 per cent. Due to the increase in tonnage and the increase
in the price per ton, the farmers' returns per acre rose from
$25.77 in 1809 to an average of $390.12 during 1911-1915, an in-
crease of 120.4 per cent on his refurn per acre.

Speaking of the influence of factory agricultural staffs in re-
Sponse to a Senate resolution the late Secretary of Agriculture
Wilson told you (see 8. Doc. No, 22, Glst Cong., 1st sess.) :

“Every sugar factory management in this country must
necessarily call to its aid a thoroughly sclentific and pruactical
agrleulturist, and under him a corps of assistants equipped and
conversant not only with cultlvating sugar beets but familiar
with methods of culture, fertilization, drainage, rotation, anid
all the necessary knowledge to produce successfully all kinds
of crops indigenous to the particular locality., This agricul-
turist and his assistants are constantly traveling over the sugar-
beet-producing district of this particular factory advising farm-
ers particularly Iin the growth of sugar beets and generally in
the production of all other crops. They are as much interested,
incidentally, In the handling of the lands producing other crops
as they are particularly the one in charge. It is tliese other
lands that will produce sugar beets next year.

“ A sugar-factory district is an ° extension course’ in agricul-
ture to every farmer in the district, whether he be growing sugar
beets or not. It could not be conceived, with such intluences
constantly in operation, that the sugar industry is not exerting
a potent influence most favorable in production of all erops.”

As a divect result of this training and .the introduction of
sugar beets in the rotation, the farmers' average yields of all
other crops grown in the rotation have increased as follows:
Clarn, 29.81 per cent ; wheat, 40.87 per cent: oats, 50.49 per cent
barley, 56.88 per cenf; and other erops In proportion. Inas-
much as the average farmer ‘Grows fhree to five fimes the
acreage to these other crops that he does to beets, the money
he receives from the sale of this excess amounts to niore than
it costs him to produce the beets

With improved cultural meiheds, brought about by the advice
given farmers by the factories’ corps of skilled agriculturists,
has come an lmprovement in both sugar content and purity of
the beets, and this, together with improved factory equipment,
lias resulted in enabling the factories to extract 58 pounds more
sugar to a ton of beets than they did in 1899. Tt is bhecause of
this that the factorles have been ennbled 1o pay a higher price
per ton,

Compare, if you will, the increase of 129.4 per cent in cash
yield per acre on beets with the increase for saine period in
the cash yield per acre from any other important crop the
farmer grows and you will find no such phenomenal increase in
the farmers’ returns per acre. And this notwithstanding the
fact that in such cases ag wheat flour and corn meal, where, as
with beefs, the farmers’ products are worked over hy an inter-
mediary before they reach the consumer, the consumer is pay-
ing higher and higher prices for these other finished products
while paying lower and lower prices for sugar. From 1809 to
1913 the price of sugar declined 15 per cent, while the price of
wheat flour increased 27 per cent and the price of corn meal
51 per cent.

BREET FACTORIES MISLEAD THR FARMER.

It is surprising how much the refiners would have your
colleagues believe they know about the intricacies of the
variable beet contracts made in 17 different States when com-
pared with how little they have been shown to know, or
rather, to state, concerning their own industry. It also is
surprising to note the flood of crocodile tears which they shed
over the beet farmers and American consumers in general.
They say:

“The beet factories mislead the beet farmers by the form
of contract they induced them to accept in 1921 and 1922,
In general. it was a minimum of $5 per fon for beets averaging
15 per cent econtent of sugar, with an increage of $1 per ton
for each 1 cent per pound that the factories averaged for the
sale of its refined product for these years extending from Octo-
ber to October. The profit of the factory for each 1 cent per
pound increase averaged about $2.70 per ton of beets, while
they paid the farmer $1 of this amount, and the whole amount
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wns extorted from the consumers by reason of this increase.
The factories, therefore, do not stand to lose and the consumer
s the vietim, In any event, but as the prices of sugar happened
to be quite low in 1921 and the greater part of 1 the farm-
ers did not benefit by this form of contract and actually raised
their crops at a loss™

The refiners have experienced no little difficulty in deceiving
your 96 Members, and to credit the beet-sugar producers with
ability to decelve some eighty-five to ninety thousand American
pugar-beet farmers of more than average intelligence Is to
credit them with a very superior ability indeed.

That American sugar-beet farmers, In common with domes-
tic and foreign producers of sugar, were disappointed in their
decreased returns brought about by the breaking of the 24-cent
Cuban pool ereated by American producers of sugar in Cuba,
goes without saying. The rapacity of these Cuban producers
all but wrecked everyone in the world who had anything to
do with sugar. Their confidence in their ability to bleed us
might be likened to the Kaiser's confidence that he could whip
the world.

They say:

“The profit of the factory for each 1 cent per pound in-
crease averaged about $2.70 per ton of beets, while they pald
the farmer $1 of this amount, and the whole amount was
extorted from the consumers by reason of this increase.”

The statement is worse than ridiculous. The average United
States extraction of sugar from beets in 1921-22 was 275.2
pounds; thus an increase of 1 cent per pound in the price would
amount to $2.75 on a ton of beets; and of this amount the
refiners say $2.70 was * profit,” $§1 of which went to the farmers.
On this basis it costs our beet factories only 5 cents to transport
a ton of beets from farm to factory, unload them, run them
through the factory, put the 275 pounds of resultant sugar in
sacks, and transport it to destination. If the refiners have any
technical man who ean accomplish such results, he can name his
own salary. To show the utter absurdity and maliciousness of
the refiners’ statement, the sacks alone cost about ten times that
amount.

You ean not fool the American farmer or compel him to grow
beets if he chooses to devote his fields to other crops. In Cuba,
where they harvest from 15 to as high as 50 crops from the
same roots without replanting, cane is an agricultural jugger-
naut which crushes out all other forms of agriculture. You
can not compel an American farmer to grow beets for his board
and clothes, or retain an American laborer, if you give him only
“ grub checks,” but in Cuba, where clothes are not needed, as
anyone knows who has seen innumerable stark-naked children
playing in the streets of the island, when the crash came and &
moratorium for the island was proclalmed, press dispatches
gtated that mill owners announced that cash payments had
ceased for the present and they would pay only in “store
checks,” thus saving themselves from bankruptey and bringing
about a speedy recovery, at the expense of the Cuban farmer
and laborer.

HAWAIIAN BUGAR COMPANIES * CAPITALIZING THE TARIFF."

In an effort to discredit the sugar schedule of the Fordney-
McCumber tariff bill the refiners give a list of Hawailan sugar
companies and set forth with each the regular, special, or stock
dividends which they allege have been paid since September 22,
the date of the enactment of the new tariff bill

They say: “The following special and Increased dividends
have been paid by various sugar companies in Hawall since the
passage of the tariff bilL" .

And after presenting their list they add: “Thus, through spe-
cial dividends and the ingenious method of stock dividends, they
are capitalizing the tariff.”

Again the refiners would mislead my colleagues regarding
those usually prosperous companies, nearly all of which made
heavy losses in 1921. Dauring the latter part of 1922 sugar
prices were good, and, it appearing that prices were going to
remain firm, several of these companies declared small divi-
dends, paying them, not from current earnings, but from their
surpluses and working capital; this is what the refiners desig-
nate as * capitalizing the tariff.,”

The annual reports of these Hawaliian sugar companies for
1921, as submitted to the Honolulu Stock and Bank Exchange,
sghow how misleading are the refiners.

The refiners namwe the Ewa Plantation Co. as having paid
several cash dividends during the last three months of 1022
Their annual report shows that they lost no less than $1,977,-
038 on their 1921 campalign., Unlike the subsidiary Cuban cor-
porations, which the refiners own and which pay no taxes into
our Treasury, when these Hawalian companies make money
they pay over a portion of it in income and excess-profits taxes,
As indicating the decreased prosperity of thls company, their

December 81, 1920, annual report carried under assets, * re-
serve for taxes, $2,500,000,” and in their December, 1921, re-
port their *reserve for taxes” was only $500,000. Yet these
people are represented as * capitalizing the tariff.”
_ Another Hawaiian sugar company which is set forth by the
refiners as “capitalizing the tariff” is the Maul Agricultural
Co., which is listed by the refiners as having resumed divi-
dends. I am advised by credible authority that this company
has done nothing of the sort, but whether they have or not
gﬁr 3;;;.::11&! statement shows their losses in 1921 amounted fo
I will not take up more time in analyzing these varions com-
panies which the refiners would have your colleagues believe
are “ capitalizing the tariff,” but will set forth the list with
1921 losses, as shown by the annual reports to the Homolulu
Stock and Bond Exchange:

Companies :
wa Plantation Co.

Losses in 1921,

i
Hawailan Agricultural Ce |
Hawalian Sogar Co 87.
Honokaa Sugar Co = 228, 482
Honomu Su?r Co o 17,150
Hutchinson Sugar Plantation Co B8, 770
Kabhuku FPlantation Co 326,
Koloa Bugar Co_.-- R4 279
ggt,‘ai unuracl: 0°'ﬁta.) _____ =ieh 711, g:i%
ryde Sugar Co. 204, 567
Oahn’ Bugar Co. &t =) 87, 923
Olaa Buogar Oo&‘ " % e B e S SRS I a78, 145
Onomea Bugar - 167, 10
Paauhua Sugar Plantation Co 144, 625
Pacific Sugnr Mill 168, 778
Pepeekeo Sugar Co X . 135, 923
Pioneer Mill Co. (Ltd.)-——_- 198, 991
Waialua Agricultural W7 ORI vy - 1
Wallnin: Bogar: Co- S o oot I e s i 25, 432
Losses s' 042 299

Thus the scales fall from another of the refiners’ many at-
tempts to mislead your colleagues.
UNITED STATES BEET SUGAR COMPANIES CAPITALIZING THE TARIIT.

Apparently the refiners found but one newspaper notice
regarding beet sugar companies which they could use in their
effort to show that this industry was “ capitalizing the tariff
and in their letter to your colleague, they reproduce it in full
a8 follows:

[From Facts About Sugar, Issue of December 30, 1922, page 542.]
WEST BAY CITY DIVIDENDS (BEET SUGAR).

“Bay Ciry, MicH., December 25.—A stock dividend of 400
per cent has been declared by the West Bay City Sugar Co.,
inereasing the authorized capitalization from $200,000 two
$1,000,000.

“This is the first additional stock issue made since the
company was organized 25 years ago, at which time a bond
issue was put out to meet the cost of plant construction in
excess of the $200,000 provided for. Since that time the bonds
have been retired and several hundred thousand dollars have
been spent in improvement, all coming out of earnings, while
some large dividends have also been paid. The new stock issue
Is being made to transfer assets representing plant investwent,
and carried as surplus, to the stock acconnt.

“ The stock of the company is practically all held by the presi-
dent, M. J. Bialy, and members of his family, the beirs of the
late Charles J. Smith, and the heirs of the late John M. Kelton,
all three of whom are among the original incorporators.

“ This is another example of capitalizing the tarifi.”

Capitalizing the tariff indeed. Mr. M. J. Bialy, president of
the West Bay City Sugar Co., has this to say about the matter:

“1 have your letter of January 30, covering copy of letter
from the Cuban interests, which I have noted with a great deal
of interest particularly with its reference to the West Bay ity
Sugar Co. and as to the matter of the increase of capital stock
referred to from newspaper publication, which is purely a mat-
ter of the reporter’s imagination and short-sightedness as to
actual conditions.

“This company was organized in 1899 with a capital stock
of $200,000. Suobsequent to the organization, we covered the
plant by mortgage for $200,000 and in addition to this for fur-
ther nDecessary capital the individnal stockholders provided
funds to carry on the affairs of the company, which we did
and carried it along until 1010 before a dividend was paid, re-
serving all earnings for the purpose of creating surplus for
business purposes.”

So it seems that after putting up $200,000 for stock and
$200,000 for bonds and additional amounts, gay perhaps another
$£100,000 for carrying on the company's operations, the stock-

1 Profit, $78,027.




9988

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MarcH 4,

holders of this company received no dividends whatever for 11
years. Mr. Bialy says:

“ During the year 1921 our returns to the customs depart-
ment of the Government showed a loss of $239,000, and the
present season, 1922, has been at a very small, if any, profit.”

And now, after having received no returns for years on their
half mollion-dollar investment and recently having met with
tremendous losses, the stockholders of this company must be
content with a stock dividend in lieu of cash; and the refiners,
in their endeavor to prejudice your colleague against the domes-
tie industry, quote the newspaper notice and proclaim that  this
is another example of capitalizing the tariff.”

In your speech of August 7 I gave the figures of four American
beet-sugar companies which in 1921 lost over $13,500,000, and
showed how they all were practically bankrupt and had to bor-
row $10,000,000 from the War Finance Corporation in order to
tide them over. The four companies you named as having lost
$£13,500,000 were among the very largest and lowest-cost produc-
ing companlies in the United States, and of course the losses of
the smaller but higher-cost produclng companies were much
greater in proportion; yet the refiners would have your col-
leagues believe that the industry is a highly prosperous one and
is * capitalizing the tariff.”

HEDUCRE THE TARIFF TO ABOLISH CHILD LAROR IN THE BEET FIELDS.

In its efforts to prejudice your colleagues against a tariff rate
which will preserve the domestic beet-sugar industry, the re-
finers quote an article from the American Child, published in
New York, in which a fling is taken at child labor in the beet
flelds, They say:

[From the American Child, publisbhed by the National Child Labor Com-

5119[‘“)»4]-. 105 East Twenty-second Street, New ltnrk. issue of December,

o Nores From OUR INVESTIGATIONS,

“In Utah we found that some rural schoolgs were closed on
account of beet-field needs, Think of it! In some rich beet-field
districts through which the Denver & Rio Grande passed, that
was the situation.

“(‘hild labor conditions in Finney County (Kans.) beet-
sugar districts are more deplorable than those in any other
section of the State, according to Miss Alice K. MecFarland,
head of the welfare division of the industrial court.

“It is a common thing to see little tots with long sharp
knives cutting tops from beets. In many cases they work from
6 o'clock In the morning until nearly dark with only a short
stop for lunch.” Topeka (Kans.) Capitol, October 26, 1922,

“ Yet Senator Saoor testified before the Senate Finance Com-
mittee that the opportunities offered by the heet-sugar industry
of Utah to the child for work in the beet fields was a perfect
godsend.”

All rational human heings love children, but there i1s an
honest difference of opinion regarding their bringing up.
Some believe it is better for them to work in the open fields
of the country, while others believe it better for them to idle
awny their vacation time in our crowded streets and alleys.

A year or so ago I had occasion to look into a lurid report
made concerning child labor in Colorado, and I quote from a
report which I received made under date of November 1, 1921:

“T do not know how serious these ‘postural deformities and mal-
positions ' may be. I do know that the beet workers' children in
northern Colorado are about the healthiest specimens extant.

* Miss Mary Pritchard, Iled Cross nurse for Weld County,
Colo., gave figures which refuted the statements in the chil-
dren's hureau survey. She declared that the Government in-
vestigators had their headquarters in her office, and that she
was very familiar with their work in all its phases.

* Miss Pritchard states that she has examined over 12,000
children in Weld County, and has made comparative studies
between beet workers and nonbeet workers, and that her posi-
tive knowledge of the situation does not justify in any way the
conclusions arrived at in the survey made by the children's
burean agents.

“ AMiss Pritchard called attention to the failure of the Gov-
ernment agents to make comparative tests between beet work-
ers and nonbeet workers. She declared that the Government
agents have no basis for claiming that beet work per se is in-
jurious to the children’s health. The Government agents ob-
tained no facts on the effect of malnutrition, heredity, condi-
tion of eyes, condition of teeth, and other factors that not
only retard the health of the chlldren but also retard their
work in schools.”

A small proportion of the work in beet fields is performed by
children, but it is important not from the viewpolnt of the
sugar industry but from the viewpoint of the fathers and
mothers of these children, especially the country -children.
Many of the best and most prosperous cltizens of our western

sugar-beet territory came there as poor immigrants, but with
large families. They first rented small tracts of land, and
largely because of the aid given by their children in thinning
beets they accumulated money, then purchased small farms, and
finally the largest and best farms in their respective communi-
ties, and later purchased other near-by farms for their grown
children. Abolish the earning power of their children and their
prosperity and consequent ability to educate those selfsame
children would be lessened. People who live among them gen-
erally contend that it is to the advantage of the children, of
their parents, and to the community at large that the children
do this seasonal work, while theorists in our large eastern cen-
ters of population who concern themselves with the uplift of
children are somewhat divided on the subject.

Their labor is not necessary to the well-being of the sugar
industry, and It is not the sugar industry but their parents
who are responsible for their working. I presume that if it
ever should become apparent to the majority of the people of
any of our States that working in the beet fields causes * pos-
tural deformities, malpositions,” and other ailments which
hysterical theorists rave over the voters will direct their State
legislatures what to do In the premises. As yet the near-by
and most interested observers do not seem to have imbibed any
of the metropolitan hysteria on the subject.

UNITED BTATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION BRIEF FOR THE AMERICAN SBUGAR
RBREFINIKG CO,

It, indeed, is too bad that some careless Baltimore newspaper
reporter got his wires erossed and mixed up the American Sugar
Refining Co. with a report regarding a 900 per cent stock divi-
dend declared by an oil company. It is very thoughtful of the
United States Sugar Association to place your colleague “in a
position to correct it,”

They say :

*The Indianapolis News stated that the Pennsylvania Sugar
Refining Co, had pald a stock dividend of 900 per cent, and a
Baltimore paper referred to the American Sugar Refining Co.
as having paid a stock divdend of 900 per cent. Both of these
statements are erroneous. It was the Atlantic Refining Co., of
Philadelphia, the largest prpducer of lubricating oils since 1874,
a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co., that declared a 900 per
cent stock dividend in October, and these papers, observing the
word ‘refining,” jumped to the conclusion that the concern re-
fined sugar instead of oil. There is no sugar refinery in the
United States called the Atlantic Refining Co. The Pennsyl-
vania Sugar Co., of Philadelphia, bas declared no stock divi-
dend and pays dividends at the rate of 8 per cent per annum,
and the American Sugar Refining Co. has not only declared no
stock dividend but has suspended dividends on its $45,000,000
worth of common stock for the past three years on account of
the enormous losses sustained in 1920 and 1921, As the above
impression may prevail among many Members of the Senate and
House, I wish to place you in a position to correct it.”

Apparently the United States Sugar Association carries a
brief for the American Sugar Refining Co.—the Sugar Trust—
which ought to be and probably is their heaviest financial snp-
porter. This is only natural, as the Sugar Trust has three rea-
song for desiring a lower import duty on sugar while most of
the refiners have only two. In considering these reasons it
must be borne in mind that all domestic beet sugar is produced
in its finished state ready for the table, and thus it pays no
tribute to the seaboard refiners, whereas all imports from Cuba
consist of raw sugar, and every ton of it yields tribute to one
or the other of the seaboard refineries. y 5

In the first place the Sugar Trust and other seaboard refiners
do not wish to see the domestic beet-sugar industry expanded, be-
cause each additional ton of sugar produced at home means one
less ton to be imported and pay tribute to a seaboard refinery for
laundering. In this connection it should be borne in mind that
a sugar refinery produces nothing—it is just a great laundry
which cleanses a raw product produced by foreign labor in
foreign lands, and as sugar comes wholly from the atmosphere,
it is simply the rain, the wind, and the sunshine which sweep
over foreign fields. From the sworn testimony of one of the
leading New York refiners some years ago it was learned that
for refining—laundering—a ton of raw sugar in America there
acerued to American industry in labor, office help, bone black,
and all other supplies just $6.72, whereas with beets then at
$4.50 per ton, in producing a ton of sugar from American-grown
beets, there accrued to Ameriean industry $82.13. The differ-
ence now is still greater, but even at this rate, on our last year's
consumption of 5,700,000 tons of sugar, this difference to Amer-
ican industry as between refining imported sugar and produe-
ing our sugar from American fields, farmed by Amerieans and
sliced In American factories operated by American labor, is the
difference between $38,304,000 and $468,141,000.
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In times of depression. when our farmers are getting a low
rice for their productzs and laboring men, mechanics, and
echnical men are secking work, the expenditure of this extra

$£430,000,000 a year at home instead of sending it to foreign
countries would help to keep the wolf away from the doors of
a goodly number of people,

In the second place, the Sugar Trust has purchased a vast
acreage of cane land in Cuba, where it has erected several of
the largest raw-sugar mills in the world in order to supply its
refineries with raw sugar at first cost. Its Cuban investments
in great areas of both undeveloped and developed cane land and
in mills is reputed to amount to $50,000.000.

In the third place, at a time when the elder Havemeyer thought
he might be unable to carry through the Cuban reciprocity treaty
and feared that the then rapidly developing domestic beet-sugar
industry might expand so as to produce our sugar at home and
thus put his refineries out of commission, he sent his emissarles
into the beet districts, where they purchased a third interest for
him and a third interest for the Sugar Trust in a number of
our largest beet-sugar companies, with the purpose of control-
ling the sugar business of the United States whichever way the
congressional cat might Jump. With three exceptions these
interests were disposed of after he secured the adoption of the
Cuban reeciprocity treaty; the outstanding exception is a beet-
sugar company which operates a string of beet-sugar factories
in northern Colorado and western Nebraska, where it produces
sugar at less cost than it Is produced for elsewhere In the
United States.

It naturally might be supposed that if the officials of this
company in which the trust owns a third and Mr. Havemeyer,
jr., owns another third would, if free to act for the company's
welfare, work in favor of an increased duty on sugar. But
both the trust and Mr. Havemeyer, jr., are heavily interested
in Cuba, and when it came to consideration of tariff rates last
year officers of this company were among the most active
workers lined up with the refiners not only in opposition to any
increase but in favor of a decrease in the rate of duty. One
explanation vouchsafed was the dog-in-the-manger position
that if the tariff on sugar was inereased it might result in new
factories being erected in “ their territory " by new capital and
by competitive bidding raise the farmers' price of beets.

As to the United States Sugar Association’s solicitude in not
wanting it to appear that the Sugar Trust recently had paid a
stock dividend, it might De stated that the late Henry O. Have-
meyer took the bull by the horns at the outset and not only
anticipated the Atlantie Refining Co. by several years but in
amount. He formed the Sugar Trust by absorbing some 18
independent practically bankrupt refining companies whose
total combined capital stock amounted to $6,690,000 par value
and immediately issued 350,000,000 of new trust stock, or about
750 per cent increase at the outset. Later they increased it to
£75,000,000 and then to $00,000,000, the present capitalization,
although they have erected but two new refineries since the
trust was formed.

During the first 10 years of the trusts’ existence the owners
of $6,690,000 worth of stock in 18 practically bankrupt re-
fineries received no less than $68,281,250 in cash dividends, or
at the rate of more than 100 per cent a year on thelr theretofore
worthless stock which they turned into the trust. And although
they since have watered it up to $90,000,000, except for one
short interval they have annually paid $6,300,000 or more in
dividends, or approximately 100 per cent a year on the original
investment.

In the light of the above it scarcely seems worth while for
the United States Sugar Association to shed tears over the de-
plorable fact that some. careless newspaper reporter inad-
vertently got the Sugar Trust mixed up with his story about
the Atlantic Refining Co.'s 900 per cent stock dividend payment,
Having had this worrisome experience, it seems strange that the
refiners in selecting a name under which to conceal thelr
identity in carrying on their Cuban propaganda work should
have adopted the name of a duly incorporated organization
which for years has been openly working for the directly oppo-
site result.

There is no better informed body of men concerning the
universal financial chaos which existed in the sugar industry
during the period of 1920 and 1921 than those engaged in the
refining business, and yet in their letter they endeavor to make
your colleagues believe that the domestic beet and Hawaiian
sugar industries are most prosperous and are “ capitalizing the
tariff.” The unfairness of their position is shown when they
rush to the defense of the refiners with the following:

“ The Pennsylvanin Sugar Co., of Philadelphia, has declared
no stock dividend and pays gividends at the rate of 8 per cent

per annum, and the American Sugar Refining Co. has not only
declared no stock dividend but has suspended dlvidends on its
$456,000,000 worth of common stock for the past three years on
account of the enormous losses sustained in 1920 and 1921."

Regarding the mix-up on the declaration of stock dividends,
which some reporter erroneously attributed to the Sugar Trust
when it should have been credited to an oil-refining company, the
refiners hand the following naive suggestion to my colleague:

“As the above impression may prevail among many Members
of the Senate and House, wish to place you in a position to
correct it.”

As though they thought your colleague would dirty his hands
by rushing to their rescue and explaining how this snow-white
dove, which has pyramided $90,000,000 of capitalization on an
original investment of $6,600,000, was being misrepresented.
Their presumption is almost pathetic.

PER CAPITA COST OF THE TARIFF ON BUGAR.

Then comes the bewhiskered appeal to cupidity which the
refiners wore threadbare in one of their publicity campaigns sev-
eral years ago when they represented themselves as a * Clom-
mittee of Wholesale Grocers,” though, as afterwards disclosed,
no wholesale grocer had anything to do with it.

They say:

“You will observe that our annual consumption now has
reached 103.18 pounds per capita, and that the tariff on sugar,
therefore, costs every man, woman, and child in the United
States $1.82 per annum.”

Again I suggest the headline * Important, if true.” These
figures are arrived at by a very simple ealculation. If our per
capita consumption is 103.18 pounds and the duty is 1.764 cents
per pound, just multiply 103.18 by 1.764, and there you have it in
a Jiffy, $1.82, But this calealation fails to take several important
matters into consideration. You showed in your speech (Cox-
GRESSIONAL REecorp, p. 11058, Aug. S, 1922) that when the sugar
duty was increased the foreign producers of sugar and the
American refiners absorbed 53.3 per cent of the increase In the
lowered-in-bond price of raw sugar and the lessening of the
refiners margin between raw and refined. Deducting 53.3 per
cent from $1.82, we have left 85 cents per capita, which repre
sents the maximum amount the duty of $1.764 per hundred
costs the consumer who purchases 103.18 pounds of sugar. But
the consumer does not purchase 103.18 pounds of sugar, as
sugar, Much of our sugar goes Into manufactured products,
such as condensed milk, confectionery, jams, jellies, preserves,
canned goods, chewing gum, and so forth, the prices of which
are not governed or even affected by the price of thelr sugar
content. Surely no one would contend that a pound box of
candy which sells at T5 cents would sell for 74 cents if sugar
were 1 cent cheaper, or at 76 cents if it were 1 cent higher,
and so with dozens of other commodities which it is generally
estimated absorb 55 to 65 per cent of all the sugar we con-
sume,

The United States Department of Labor gathered the data
from 11,900 families consisting of 58,310 persons, concerning
the amount of foodstuffs they purchased and consumed during
the last half of 1918 and the first half of 1919 (see Department
Labor Review for May, 1922), during which time our total con-
sumption of sugar in both manufactures and family purchases
amounted to 79.39 pounds per annum per capita. The depart-
ment found that these 58,3810 people consumed an average of
146 pounds of sugar per family, or 29.79 pounds per person.
Based on these figures, 624 per cent of our total sugar consump-
tion of 79.39 pounds per capita in 1918-19 went into other
products, the prices of which were not affected by the price of
their sugar content, and 37% per cent of it was purchased by
housewives as sugar. And so, after first cutting the refiners'
alleged extra cost per capita by reason of the tariff from $1.82 to
85 cents by reason of a 53.3 per cent absorption of the duty by
importers and refiners, we have to eliminate 624 per cent of the
85 cents because of the sugar that went into manufactured
products, and thus find that the total duty on sugar amounted
to only 30 cents per capita.

We are all taxpayers and in our income and other Govern-
ment taxes must provide such amount for the operation of the
Government as is mnot collected from import duties. From
January 1 to September 22, 1022, when the new tariff bill went
into effect, we had collected $92,911,404 revenue on imports of
sugar, and if the same ratio be maintained for the balance of
the year the revenues from sugar imports in 1922 will amount
to $117,926,000, or $1.07 per capita for a population of 110,-
000,000, thus saving each person in taxation more than three
times the extra amount his sugar cost him by reason of the
duty.




5590

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SENATE.

MArocH 4,

THE REFINERS’ PLEA TO INDUCE A UNITED STATES SENATOR TO SPREAD
THEIR MISSTATEMENTS.

The sinuous trail of Insincerity and equivocation winds its
slimy way through every sentence of the refiners' letter, and
after splotching each page it closes as follows:

“Trusting the above will be found of value to you as an
explanation of some of the effects of the present high tariff on
sugar, and that you may find occasion to make use of it when-
ever the opportunity is presented, I beg to remain.”

I have guoted almost every paragraph of this remarkable
effusion, and if your colleagues can find in it any honest attempt
at an explanation of the effects of * the present high tariff on
sgngar,” their perception is superior to mine, 8o far as I am
able to perceive, the only effect of it which 1s disclosed by
their letter has been to cause them to sit about a round table
and prepare as many misstatements as conld be crowded onto
geven pages of closely typewritten matter.

MEMBERSHIP OF TIIE UNITED STATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION,

First, a word in order to identify the United States Sugar
Association, and thereby discover its motive in laying before
my eolleagues such a lengthy and wunreliable epistle. The
United States Suogar Assoclatlon is composed of American
sugar refiners and producers of raw sugar in Cuba, which island
largely supplies their refineries with raw material.

This letter is a continnation of the same old Cuban propa-
ganda put out anonymously 20 years ago by the Sugar Trust
in its nation-wide propaganda to secure a reduction of duty
on Cuban sugar by reciprocity treaty: later by the mythical
so-called * Committee of Wholesale Grocers" (to which, as
later was admitted under oath, no grocer ever contributed a
cent), the “American Committee on Cuban Emergency,” “Amer-
iean Producers of Sugar in Cuba,” etc. There have been
numerouns changes in name but not In purpose, personnel, or
in the utter disregard of truth displayed in their statements,

Masquerading under various names, these reflning exploiters
of Cuba have shown great ingenunity in thelr efforts to fool
Congress and to fool the American people, Wherever it has
suited their purpose the truth has been carefully avoided and
thelr statements have been full of maliciousness. Secarcely a
fair or honest sentence have they put forth in 20 years, and
where they have not stated a positive untruth they have en-
deavored to accomplish their purpose by Indirection and in-
nunendo. This seven-page letter is no exception to their invari-
able rule; on the contrary, it is one of their numerous master-
iieces.

: THE UNITED STATES SUGAR ABSOCIATION.

Knowing the personnel of the United States Sugar Associa-
tion and the object of their propaganda we are in better position
to weigh the methods the refiners have adopted to secure their
end.
The seven-page typewritten letter bears the printed heading
“ United States Sugar Association,” yet every line of it reveals
antagonism to sugar produced In the United States. The very
name these seaboard refiners now masquerade under could have
been chosen for but one purpose. In an endeavor to tear down
an important domestic industry they have stolen the name of
a widely knewn and duly incorporated organization which for
many vears has been actively engaged in trying to build up and
expand that selfsame industry. There is but a slight difference
between “ United States Sugar Manufacturers Association” and
“ United States Sugar Association.”

Were the headquarters of both organizations located in the
same city there certainly would be confusion in the delivery of
mail and telegrams, and, except to mislead, why does a body of
men working against the interests of the United States en-
deavor to make it appear that they are a patriotic organiza-
tion working in the interest of the United States? And why,
even then, do they appropriate the name of a well-known domes-
tic organization, working in the interest of American industry?
Why call themselves the *‘ United States Sugar Assoclation—
why not “American,” or " Federal,” or “ Domestle,” or “Na-
tional ”; or if not endeavoring to deceive, why not * Cuban
Sugar Association,” or “ United States Sugar Refiners Associa-
tion.” and be as open and aboveboard as is the “ United States
Sugar Manufacturers Association”? 1 leave you to surmise.

THE BLUSIVE REFINERS,

The letter is signed by one M. Doran as * assistant secre-
tary " of the United States Sugar Association. Why the un-
known * M. Doran”? Why not Mr. Henry A. Rubino, who ap-
peared before your committee, is known to many Members of
the Senate, and is the active head of the United States Sugar
Association? Or why not some of the refining heads who so
frequently are here to present their pleas and are personally

known by you and by many of your colleagnes? Apparently the
seaboard refiners who with their associates own the bulk of the
Cuban sugar industry and who created and support the United
States Sngar Association realize full well the untruthfulness
and unfairness of the contents of the letter, but after prepating
it did not have the courage to attach their signatures to it,
hence put it out over the signature of some one we never heard
of before. Why camouflage their identity under a misleading
name and then attach a signature which is about as illuminat-
ing as though they had signed it * John Doe"?
THE REFINERS AND THEIR CUBAX HOLDINGS.

These sugar refiners who now pose as the Unlted States
Sugar Association are rated as among the brightest and most
astute to be found in any indusiry in our great metropolitan
seaboard cities where their business lives have been devoted to
the refining of imported sugar. They accumulated great for-
tunes In the refining business, and 20 years ago sought and
secured legislation giving Cuba a preferential rate of duty,
after which they began investing heavily in Cuban lands, on
which they erected great numbers of the most eflicient raw
sugar mills in the world, and they produce the bulk of the
Cuban erop of four and a half million tons.

According to their own statements, their vast Cuban holdings
alone are valued at no less than $1,000,000,000. That these
men understand the sugar business from A to Z and do not
hand out such a mass of misinformation through inadvertence
or ignorance goes without saying. Barring an occasional error,
which Is liable to creep into the statements of even the best
informed, any one of them is perfectly capable of presenting
almost offhand the true conditions which prevall in the sugar
industry. And so, when a body ‘of such experienced, well-
informed sugar men prepare and send to United States Sena-
tors a seven-page closely type-written letter regarding sugar
conditions, and practically every sentence and phrase of that
letter Is found to contain either an implied or actual misstate-
ment of fact, there is only one conclusion which ean be drawn.

BUGAR-PRODUCIXG POSSIBILITIESE OF CUBA AKD THE UXITED STATES.

The refiners rightly contend that Cuba is the cheapest sugar-
producing country in the world, and if we so lower the duty
as to render our domestic producers unable to pay such price
for beets as will induce farmers to grow them Cuba will supply
us with all the sugar we consume. We know this is true, for
according to their testimony the refiners alone with their affili-
ated companies own sufficient eane land in Cuba to produce
8,188,000 tons of sugar a year, and, together with independent
companies, American holdings in Cuba are sufficient to produce
a crop of 10,970,000 tons annually, That Cuba counld and
would produce the sugar of the world if she could find mar-
kets for it is well known to all who have visited the island.

On the other hand, the late Secretary of Agriculture, Wilson,
told us in Senate Document No. 22, Sixty-first Congress, first
session, that the United States has sufficient beet-sugar area
on which to produce the sugar of the world. Hence the conflict
for possession of the greatest sugar market in the world, and
the size of the United States import duty on sugar is the one
determining factor that will decide the struggle.

PRODUCTS OF CURA.

Cuba produces the best tobacco in the world, excellent coffee,
cocon, unexcelled tropical fruits, and many other articles which
we import in enormous quantities from other countries, but the
production of these articles does not readily lend itself to con-
trol by vast blocks of capital. They usually are produced by in-
dividuals rather than by corporations. With the exploitation
of the Cuban sugar industry by American eapital the production
of all other crops has been relegated to the background, while
the production of sugar has jumped from less than 350,000 tons
at the close of the Spanish-American War to 2,500,000 tons the
year before the World War and 4,400,000 tons in 1020-21, prae-
tically all of which must be exported and find a market in for-
eign countries.

MARKETS,

The object of all Cuban sugar propaganda is markets,
Markets not only for their present production but for an in-
ereased production. One by one the great countries of the
world have slipped off the shackles of the Tropics and have
become independent of them for their sugar supply through
producing it at home, Japan being the last to enter the list.
Only Great Britain and the United States continue to purchase
large quantities of tropical sugar, and the British market seemns
destined to be closed to the Tropics. The inability of Great
Britain to secure from overseas her customary milllon and a
half tons of sugar a year during the World War has convinced
ber free-trade statesmen of the desirability of the prime im-
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portance of a nation producing its sugar at home. As a conse-
quence, Britain has decided to build up & great natlonal sugar
industry and is giving her two beet-sugar factories already in
operation a tariff protection of 53 cents per pound, the highest
rate of sugar protection in the world. Tf Britain succeeds in
her efforts, the United States will be the only great market in
the world for export tropical sugar.

Last year we consumed 5,700,000 tons of sngar, or 28 per cent
of all the sugar produced in the world. Of this amount
2,424,600 tons was produced at home and in our insular pos-
sessions, and 3,237,440 tons came from Cuba at a 20 per cent
tavift preferential. The balance of the Cuban crop was comi-
pelled to find a market elsewhere and compete with other
tropical sugar withont any tarift favors, i

Producers of sugar in Cuba see the possibility of a vanishing
British markef, due to home production. They see that should
the United States beet-sugar industry grow and be able to sup-
ply United States consumption, Cuba must turn from sugar fo
the production of crops which do not lend themselves to cor-
porate capital. Hence they first wish to see the United States
duty on sugar so reduced as to prevent any further expansion of
the domestle sugar industry, and if possible they want to see the
duty so lowered as to ruin the domestic industry and thus open
up to them an additional tariff-favored market for an extra two
and one-half million tons of sugar. To galn such a vast market
in which they could control prices at will, they will go to any
length. The prices they would exact can be judged from our
experience of a year and a half ago, when we were virtually out
of sugar and producers in Cuba, with between 600,000 and
700,000 tons of raw sugar piled in their warehouses, formed a
pool and pegged the price of raw sugar at 24 cents per pound,
or twice the price at which refined sugar then was selling for
in the United States. In consequence of the high prices, our
foreign sugar bills in 1920 amounted to the enormous sum of
£970,000,000.

If the United States tariff on sugar could be so reduced as
to destroy our domestic sugar industry, the financial benefits
which would acerue to the seaboard refiners and other Ameri-
cans, whose Cuban investments already amount to over $1,000,-
000,000, would rival anything of the kind the world has ever
seer. So much for the motive and the stakes for which the
refiners have been playing for 20 years.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. I would like to ask the Senator if there
is any advantage whatever to the producers of sugar, either in
the United States or Cuba, by virtue of this big rise in price?

Mr. SMOQOT, I will say to the Senator that the refiners con-
trol the great bulk of sugar and they are trying to have a smoke
gereen made so they can blind the American people by saying
that it is the tariff that is responsible for the increase. When
they were selling that sugar at $4.75 a hundred the tariff was
$1.60 a hundred, and under the McCumber law the tariff rate
was increased 16 cents a hundred.

Mr. BROOKHART. Does the Senator have definite informa-
tion as to what is the real cause of the big advance?

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the time now, but I could go back
into the history of the sales of sugar by these selfsame refiners
and relate the history of It to the Senate, and Senators would then
know what the cause is. They want to make all the money
out of the Cuban sugar which they produce that it is possible
for them to do. We know that there is enough sugar produced
in the world to feed the world for the coming year.

Mr. BROOKHART. Are the producers a part of the combi-
nation that is raising the price? Are the producers in any way
the cause of the price being raised at this time?

Mr. SMOOT. The Cunban producers are, but there are also
the refiners,

Mr, BROOKHART. Who are the Cuban producers?

Mr. SMOOT. The rvefiners, princlpally, in New York and
Pennsylvania,

Mr. President, perhaps at this polnt it would be well for me
to give the names of the members of the United States Sugar
Assoclation, who they are, and let us see why this propaganda
is being spread broadcast all over the United States. I have
the list of the members of the United States Sugar Association.
The following are a few, but I will insert the names of all of
them :

1. Atkins & Co.,, by Frank C. Lowry, 111 Wall Street, New
York. Who are they? The Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Co.

The Atlantic Fruit Co., by Allen H. Richardson, vice presi-
1(23:1(&4:1"7 Battery Place, New York, of the Natlonal Sugar Refin-

g .

Bernebe Sanchez Adan, of Cuba. Then follow a lot of Cuban
names, all in nearly every case connected with refiners of sugar.

Caracas Sugar Co., Wall Streef, of the Pennsylvanin Re-
fining Co.

Cuban-American Sugar Co., by Mr. Willis, the vice presl-
dent, 129 Front Street, of the National Sugar Refining Co.

I ask permission to put in the Itecorp the list of names.

There being no objection, the list was ordered to be printed
in the Rrcorp, as follows;

LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE UNITED STATES BUGAR ASSOCIATION.

E. Atkins & Co,, 111 Wall Street, New York, by Frank C. Lowry,
Pennsylvania Refining Co.

Atlantic Frult Co.,, 17 Battery Place, New York. by Allen .
Richardeon, viee president, National SBugar Refining Co.

Bernebe Sanchez Adan, tral Senado, Camaguey Province, Cuba.
= E%B.I!‘ﬂc:zz Sogar Co,, 111 Wall Street, New York, Pennsylvania Sugar

efining Co.

Central Cuba SBugar Co., 42 Broadway, New York, by J. M. Tarafa,
president,

Comgﬂnia Azuenrera Andres Gomez Mena, 79 Wall Street, New
York, by G. E. Warner, Warner Sugar Refining Co.
Campania Azucarcra FElia, 112 Wall Street, New York, by Jose B.
Rionda, vice president.

112 Wall Street,

Compania_ Azucarera Ban Vincente,
by Horatio B, Young, assistant secretary.

The Coca Cola Co., Atlanta, Ga., by Charles I, Candler, preside

Cuban-American Sugar Co., 120 Front Street, New York, by H.
Wilmot, vice president, Natlonal Sugar Refining (o,

Cuba Cane Sugar Corporation, 123 Front Btreet, New York, by
B. A. Lyman, treasurer, McCahan Sugar Reflning & Molasses Co.

The Cuban Dominican Sugar Co.,, 129 Front Street, New York, by
Thomss A, Howell, president.

Czarnikow-Rionda Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, by B. H. Cos-
tello, viee president, MeCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co.

G. H. Finlay Co., 24-26 Old Slip, New York.

The Franclsco Su%nr Co., 112 Wall Btreet, New York, by M. E.
Rionda, vice president, MeCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co.

Fox Bros. & Co.,, 126 Lafayette Street, New York.

Guantanamo Suogar Co., 129 Front Street, New York, by Geo. I.
Bunker, treasurer, National Sugar Reﬂuing Co.
A Hershey Chocolate Co., Hershey, Pa., by Wm. F. R. Murrie, presl-
ent.

Hnrml?uero Central Corporation, 63 Wall Street,
C. H. Rlackburn, vice president and treasurer.

B. H. Howell Son & Co., 129 Front Street, New York, Natlonal
Sugar Refining Co,

Ingenio Porvenir Corporation, 129 Front Street, New York, by
e 1 Ium, treasurer, National Sugar Refining Co.

The W, J. MeCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co.,, 112 Wall
Street, New York, by M. E. Rlonda, president.

Miranda Sugar Co., T9 Wall street, New York, by Henry A. Rubino,
vice p ent, Warner Sugar Refining Co. ¥

Manal? Sugar Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, hg M. H. Rlouda,
viee president, McCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co,

The Natlonal Sugar Refining Co. of New Jersey, 129 Frout Street,
New York, by Jumes H. Post, president.

New Niguero Bugar Co., 1 Front Street, New York, by W. B,
Vanderkieft. secretary and treasurer.

H. H. Plke & Co. (Inc.), 108 Water Btreet, New York, by H. H,
Pike, president, National Sugar Refining Co.

Punta Allegre 8Sngar Co., 111 Wall Btreet, New York, by R. W.
Atkins, president, Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Co.
R Sﬂoliodn% Sugar. Co.,, 111 Wall Street, New York, Pennsylvania Sugar
eflning Co.

Bugar Estates of Orlente, 120 Front Street, New York, by Thomas
A, Howell, president, National Sugar Refining Co,

Tacajo 8 r Corporation, 112 Wall Street, New York, by G. I
Ogllvie, assistant treasurer, MeCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co,

The Tuinueu Sugar Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, by L. T.
Rionda, vice president, McCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co.

Warner Bugar Refining Co., 79 Wall Street, New York, by K. M.
Bell, secretary and treasurer,

West Indla Sogar Finance Corporation, 129 Front Street, New
York, by Thomas A. Howell, president, National Sugar Refining Co.

Fulton Iron Works, 8t. Louls, 1‘{3 by H. J. Steinbrefer, president.
HGenural Sugar Corporation, 6T Wall Street, New York, Col. G. A.
ouston,

Sugar Plantations Operating Co., Habana, Cuba.

Ciego de Avila Compania Asucarera, ITabana, Cuba.

Companla Azucarera Maria Lulsa, 8 8., Habana, Cuba.

Mpy. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want Senators to understand
and the country to understand that this association is nothing
more nor less than the sugar-refining companles that are putting
out this propaganda, and they intend fo destroy the sugar indus-
try of the United States, if possible. When that is done, God
help the American people as to the future prices they will pay
for sugar in this country.

Some Senator just asked what is the wholesale price of
sugar to-day. Tt is over 9 cents a pound, I want to say
to Senators that the same identical sugar, made by the same
sugar-refining companies and produced by the same sugar-
refining companies, was sold recently in the United States for
a litile over 5 cents.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield.

Mr. GOODING. What I want to say is that this is no new
propaganda on the part of the sugar companies. Every year
when American sugar is exhausted, which takes place some
time in February or March, the people pay for Cuban sugar
anywhere from 2 to 4 cents more than they had been paying

New York,

nt.
W.

New York, by
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for American sugar. There has been no exceptlon to that rule
for the last four or five years. It is the old, old story over and
over again. I put in the Recorp last year a statement showing
that it cost the American people something like $100,000,000 to
eat Cuban sugar or foreign sugar for six months more than it
did American sugar preduced on American farms, beet sugar in
the West, and cane sugar in the South.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield.

Mr. HARRISON. When the Senator knows that within 45
minutes we will adjourn, and there are a t many of our
colleagues going out of publie life and we re to gay some-
thing about them, does the Sepator think it is falr for him to
take the closing hour of the Congress in the defense of a propo-
gltion with reference to which a resolution was introduced by
me some time ago providing for an investigation, whieh the Sen-
ator himself obstrueted and blocked?

Mr, SMOOT. With reference to blocking the investigation,
that was not what the resolution was for. If it had been a
gtraight-out resolution of investigation nobody would have
objected.

Mr. HARRISON. I should be glad to amend it in any way
to meet the Senator's views.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Ar. President, will the Sen-
ator not limit his time so T may have five minutes to answer
him?

Mr. SMOOQT. If Senators will not interrupt me, I shall be
through very quickly. I would have been through before this
if it had not been for interruptions.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusefts. I have not interrupted the
Senator. I think the Senator ought to lUmit the time so that
an answer may be made to his statement.

Mr. SMOOT. I have only a little more to say, and If the
Senator will not interrupt me I shall be through very qulekly.

I want to refer to one of the statements made, for all of the
statements which appear in what I have had printed as a part
of my remarks in the REcorp.

There was room on the seventh page of the refiners’ leiter for
a further amplification of one of their many misstatements, and
hence the following postseript:

“P. S—Understand that several delegations of -sugar
farmers have complained to the Tariff Commission other
sources at Washington about the treatment they have recelved
from the beet-sugar factories. The burden of their complaint
has been that they have been forced to raise their crops at a
loss and that the beet factories have shared with them none of
the benefits of the increase in tariff of 76 per cent.”

Diligent inquiry fails to develop the fact that any beet grow-
ers have lodged complaints of the nature mentioned, excepting
only growers In the section where the beet-sngar company, in
which the Sugar Trust 1s so heavily Interested, operates a chain
of factories to the exelusion of Independents.

Incidentally, “ AL Doran ™ for the reflners overlooked the fact
that it was this untrustworthy United States Sugar Assocla-
tion which almost before the ink was dry on the new tariff bill
filed with the Tariff Commission a formal application with a
view to having the tariff reduced on sugar.

Only those familiar with the sugar business ean comprehend
the extent of the malignity displayed in this letter toward a
struggling home industry the members of which are {rying to
emerge from & universal condition bordering upon bankruptcy
because they kept faith with 80,000 American farmers, and
without a question paid them their high contract price for beets,
regardless of the fact that due to the acts of these American
Cuban interests the price of sugar had gone to smash. Quite a
contrast to the * grub ™ store-check plan some of the mill owners
were reported to have adopted in Cuba.

I remember that when the head of this United States Sugar
Assoclation, Mr. Henry Rubino, of New York City, appeared
before the Finance Committee he had the effrontery to assume
that Americans who had Invested money in the sugar industry
in Cuba were as much entitled to proteetion by the United
States as were other Amerieans who have invested their money
in our domestic sugar industry. In fact, he went even further
by assuming that because, according to his figures, we had
only $545,000,000 Invested in the domestic sugar industry and
these American exploiters had over a billion dollars invested
in the sugar industry of Cuba they and not the investors in the
home industry were entltled to first consideration.

Mr. Horatio 8. Rubens, also of New York City, whe posed
here as representing “the Committee on Cuban Emergency,” but
who is chairman of the board of the Cuoba company which built
and operates the railroad running from Santa: Clara to San-
tiago on the south and Antilla on the north, and owns and oper-

ates several of the largest and lowest cest-producting sugar
mills on the island, also expressed the same views. He said:

“There are milllons of dollars invested In Ameriean enter-
prises there (Cuba) that seem to me to have the same right to
protection. There is $1,000,000,000 of it as against $175,000,000,
at the outside, In the beet industry. The question is whether
this is going to be legislation for the greatest good fqr the
greatest number of Amerlean citizens, mot only for those stock-
holders who have iInterests In Cuba to the extent of a billion
dollars but for those merchants and laborers who are manu-
facturing articles for export commerce to Cuba.”

The Senators may remember the analysis of Mr. Rubino's
tabulation glven in my speech of August 7, which showed that
of the 85 mammoth Ameriean-owned mills in Cuba 49 are either
owned outright by seven groups of American refiners or by
companies which are affiliated with them, and that these mills
have a capacity of 2,331,023 tons of sugar a year, or 53 per cent
of the total Cuban output in 1920-21, their banner year up to
that time. It also developed in Mr. Rubino’s testimony that
these refining interests owned enough eane area in Cuba—nearly
three and one-half million acres—to produce, when planted,
over 8,000,000 tons of sugar a year. The Cuban eutput has in-
creased over a millien and three-quarter tons during the past
10 years. If they keep on expanding, where are they going to
find a market for this plethora of sugar? Exeepting the United
States and Great Britain, all the great nations in the Temperate
Zone have shaken the tropical sugar shackles from their feet
and by the aid of protection are produacing their sugar at home.
Japan is the latest nation to attaln this enviable position. She
started In 20 years ago with a well formuiated plan, which in-
cluded a protective duty, the setting aside of large tracts of
land, the guaranteeing of 6 per cent interest on the investment,
the furnishing of free fertilizers, the purchase and loaning of
sugar machinery, and so forth, and her policy never wavered
until she had accomplished her object. Quite a contrast to the
vacillating pelicy the seaboard refiners have indueced our Gov-
ernment to fellow,

Since I came to the Senate 20 years ago, I have seen the sugar
crop of my own State grow from 20,000 to 162,000 tons, or over
800 per cent, and I have seen the beet-sugar crop of the United
States grow from 86,000 to a millien tons, or an increase of ever
1,160 per cent. This only has been made posszible by the beet
people keeping some one here who was alert and able to analyze
the reams of misleading, lieing statements with which the re-
finers have almost constantly flooded Members of both Senate
and House, and thus, by expesing their misstatements, enabling
us successfully to comtrovert them. As I say, I have seen the
industry grow to over a million tons, but against what odds has
this increase been brought about? Twenty-one years ago, when
the industry started to boom, It enjoved a tariff rate of 1.68%
cents per pound. A few years later the refiners, scared at the
erection of so many beet-sugar factories, sueceeded In bringing
about Cuban reciproeity which reduced the duty to 1.34 cents
per pound. Later on they made another omrush and succeeded
in bringing it down to 1 cent per peund and providing for auto-
matie free sugar 2} years later. But the World War intervened,
we needed the revenue, and the free-sugar provision was re-
pealed three days before it was to have gone into effect. But for
our vacillating policy we andoubtedly would be producing our
sugar at home to-day instead of having te send as much as
$£970,000,000 abroad In a single year for the purchase of raw
sugar.

The refiners rightly contend that Cuba is the cheapest sugar-
producing country in the world and, if we so lewer the duty as
to render our domestic producers unable to pay such price for
beets as will Induce farmers to grow them, Cuba will supply us
with all the sugar we consume, We Enow this s trume. On the
other hand, the late Secretary of Agriculture Wilson teld ns in
Senate Document No, 22, Sixty-first Congress, first session, that
the United States has sufficient beet-sugar area en which to pro-
duce the sugar of the world. American eapital is anxious to
expand the domestic sugar industry to the limit of our con-
sumption. But as neither here nor elsewhere in the world ean
beet sugar be produced as cheaply as can cane sugar in Cuba, te
expand or even to maintain the industry a reasonable rate of
duty must be maintained, and the duty ought to be stabilized.

Beet-sugar factories are not built for a season. They cost
from one and one-half to five million dollars to erect and are
built for generations. Farmers are slow to take hold of a new
crop. Even under favorable conditions several years usually
elapse before a factory has enough beets to make a really pro-
fitable run, for which reason the pew investor is greatly handi-
capped—a new factory experieneing several years of losses—

while a near-by, older factory, where the farmers are familiar
| with beet eulture may at the same time be making a fair profit.
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Last year we consumed 5,700,000 tons of sugar, or 28 per cent
of all the sugar prodnced im the world, Of this amount
2,494600 tons was produced at home and in our insular posses-
sions and 3,287,449 tons: came: from Cuba, at a 20" per cent
tariff preferential. The balance of the Cuban crop was com-
pelled to find a market elsewhere and compete with: other
tropical gugar witheut any tariff favors such as they enjoy on
sales to the United Stares, Their other sugar goes largely to
Great Britain and now the possibility of losing. the British.

market only adds to the determination of the sugar exploiters:

of Cuba to erush’ our demestic industry and thus enlarge their
United States market. The inability of Great Eritain to secure
from overseas her customary million and a half tons of sugar
a year during the World War convinced her free-trade statesmen
of the desirability, indeed of the prime necessity, of a nation
producing its sugar ai home. As a consequence Britain has
deeided to build up a great national beet-sugar industry and is
giving her two beet-sugar factories already in operation a tariff’
protection: of 5% cents per pound, the highest rate of sugar pro-
tection In the world: If Britain succeeds in her efforts, the
United States will be the only great market in the world for
the export of tropieal sugar.

Mr. President, make no mistake, it is not the Cuban planters
who are bebind this propaganda to destroy our domestic sugar
industry; The real Cuban: planters have asimuch reasen to fear’
the American refining exploiters of Cuba as have our domestic
sugar producers.. Twengy years ago it was largely the Cubans
themzelves who operated. the sugar Industry of their island, but
sinee the: American refining interests went in there with their
mammoth mills they have crushed out and bankrupted or ab-
sorbed most of the smaller native planters and of the island’s
present production of nearly four and one-half million tons only
a «mall fraction is produced by Cubans, most. of whom fear that
they also will be crashed out sooner or later by their wealthy
and powerful American low-cost' preduction competitors.

And the Cuban peeple as a whole are no better ofl than they
were before this great development of the Cuban sugar indus-
try took' place. In faet] they are far worse off. The small
plantations; on whieh the natives formerly preduced coffee and
numerous other tropical produets; whieh we import fo the value
of over $400,000,000 a year; have been absorbed:by those great
sugar plantations, and the-formerly independent native is either
growing eane for them: ot is working for them by the day-—fer
cash when times are good, for “store checks™ in times of de-
pression. I

Most of 'the vast sunr of'money- which the sugar Industry is
supposed to scatter among the 'uban people never leaves New
York. Most of it gees mo :favther than the Jersey hills, Long
Island, Tarrytown, or Lenox, or the suburbs of Boston and
Philadelphia, where reside most of the refining magnates. The
native Cubans get only a few of the:crumbs which fall from
the refiners’ groaning table.

When one considers the tremendous stake which the refiners
arve playing for it may mot appear strange that people lacking,
in: patriotism: should steop to such: p- low plane in their efforts
to destroy an important industry of their own country. With
Cuban holdings sufficient to produce 8,000,000 tons.of sugar a
vear, give the refiners complete: control of our markets, with
power to fix at will the price 110,000,000 people must pay for
their sugar, and their wealth in.10 years would eclipse anything:
ever dreamed of by a Rockefeller or Henry Ford.

Mr, HARRISON' obtdined the floor.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr, President——

The VIOE PRESIDERT. Does the Senator from: Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Massachu-
setts, if I may do so witheut losing the floor,

My, WALSH of Massachusetfs. Mr. President, I have re-
quested the Senator from Mississippi te yield to me in order
that I may reply very briefly tothe Senator from Utah [Mr,
Sacoor].

Mr, President, the-speeeh whiely the: Senator from Utah has
just delivered has been' brought about by reason of the claim
which was advanced in a communication from  the United
States Sugar Association, which has been printed In the Rec-
orp, that refined sugar advanced in wholesale price from 6}
cents a pound te' 9 cents a pound since the passage of the
Fordney-McCumber tariff law last September. The Senator
from Utah does not dispute tlie fact that in five months re-

fined sugar advanced in. price 2§ eents per pound; he does not.

dispute the faet that the: pelce of sugar is higher In America
to-day thano it has been in 40 years, with the exception of five
monthis during the peak of war prices in 1919 and the average
price for 1920; he does not dispute the fact that the Fordney-
MecCumber law levied a tariff tax upon Coban sugar amounting
to almost 2 cents a pound, J

Mr.. SMOOT. The duty is $1.76 a hundred pounds,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The contention held by the
writer of the communication and by members of the minority
is.-that if the tariff of 2 cents per pound upon sugar were re-
moved ' refined  sugar would! be selling in- this country to-day
for: 7 cents per pound instead’ of 9 cents per pound. It'is not
often that tariff duties are so soon reflected in increasing
prices, but sugar is such & necessity of life and such a com-
monly nsed food produect that the tarifff levied on the sugar
that it is necessary to import toosupply the demand is certain
to at least advance the price of the domestic supply to the level
of the cost of the raw product at the foreigm source of produe-
tion, plus the freight charges and the duty levied.

Mr, President, todeny that the:tariff is responsible is a most
inconsistent attitude for Senators to take now that prices have'
increased following the: passage of a tariff act. What did yon
demand a tariff upon sugar for? Was If not to enable the
home producer to increase hig price to the level of the foreign
cost, plus the amount.of the tariff? What ave the real facts.
about sugar? The price of 98 per cent raw sugars to-day is
5.62% cents per pound, and the duty cost and freight is 1.78}
cents per pound, making the duty-paid price upon arrival in
America 741 cents per pound. The price of refined sugar is
9 cents per pound, less 2 per cent, or net price of 8.82 cents
per pound. Thus the refiners’ margin is 1.41 cents per pound,
to cover cost of refining, marketing, brokerage, and profit. It
is evident that if the tariff was 1 cent instead of 1§ cents per
pound, sugar would be selling at about 8 cents per pound, and
if raw sugar was admitted free refined sugar would be selling
at about 7 cents per pound.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetés. T can not yield te the Sen-
ator. He consumed three-quarters of an hour in diseussing this
question, and I am under obligations te the Senator from Miasis-
sippi for yielding to me.

The Senator from Utah in his argunment has not disputed the
fact. that if the tariff were removed from sugar its price would
be reduced. He has not and he can not dispute the fact that the
levying of the tariff duty of 1.78 cents per pound increased the
price of sugar by about 2 cents per pound. To deny it is to dis-
pute the whole theory of protection to home industries.

Mr. SMOOT. I do dispute it. .

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator nnswers the
claim made by talking about the selfish motives and purposes of
the writer of the letter submitted by the United States Sugar
Association, but T am net going to take the. time:rof the Senate
at this late hour to answer an adverse criticism of sugar
importers.

I wish to say, however, in reply to the Senator from Utah that
nof only sugar but practically every article which was given pro-
tection in the Fordney-McCumber tariff law has in the last five
months reflected an increase in price. For instance, sweaters.
blankets, woolen clothing, woeolen underwenr, all classes. of
woelen goods, have been very substantially inereased in price,
as have building materlals of all kinds and cotton: cloth ; in faet,
there is searcely a single article on which the duty was increased
in the Fordney-MeCumber tariff law to which there has not
already been reflected an increase in prices.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President; will the Senator yleld?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I can not yield.. The Senator
from Mississippi has yielded to me: I can not give away his-
time,

‘Mr; GOODING: I merely desire to say that most building
materials are on the free list or have a very small duty imposed
upon them, and that carpet wool is on the free: list, and. yet
carpets are selling at a higher price than has ever been known
in the history of this country.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. Presldent, let me enu-
merate a few price: increases which have occurred. I shall
quote from a communication from the Fair Tariff League.
Where can we determine what materials have increased in
price except from those who deal in such materials? Where
ean we learn of the effect of the tariff in increasing the prics
of sugar except from thesugay corporations and the sugar
dealers, wholesalers and. retailers? Where can we learn about
the efféct of increased prices upon weolen goods except from
clothiers. and about fhe effect on building materials execept
from those dealing in such materials? The division of building
and housing of the Department of Commerce in a recent table
shows that the cost of a 6-room house made of brick has. ad-
vanced since the passage of the new tarlff lTaw' 9 per cent; that
the cost of a 6-room frame house has advanced 10 per: cent,
and the cost of a typical factory building has increased 13
per cent. The only articles that shew practically no increase
in price are such articles as brick-and cement, which were kept-
on the free list,




9594

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MArocn 4,

I wish I had time to read this list and to show how In five
months the cost of living to the American people has increased
from 10 to 30 per cent on many of the necessitles and essentials
of life. The per cent of increase on sugar alone is about 45
per cent. Sugar Is only one article the price of which has
enormously advanced, but practically every single article npon
which a duty has been levied has already reflected that duty in
“an Increase in price, and it is expected that the increases will
continue, because the law hag been in operation for so short a
time that the full effect of the tariff in increasing prices has
not yet been reflected.

I have a communication before me from a leading clothing
manufacturer of Baltimore, in which he confirms what has
alreatdy been said by the clothing manufacturers of New York,
He says:

The great change (in prices) iz in the domestle fabrics on both
sultings and overcoatings. I should say the average increase is 1§
to 20 per cent for the materlals, so that affecting men's wearin
apparel for the fall and winter season of 19238 a sult or overcoat whic
#old formerly for $30 retall will have to bring $35.

8o on suits of clothes an Increased price of $5 has already
been reflected, This is not hearsay, but from a manufacturer
who states how the Increase is brought about, :

But, Mr. President, I can not and will not longer take the
time of the Senator from Mississippi, I ask permission that
certaln very important and enlightening communications which
I have from the Falr Tariff League, from two clothiers, and
two other communications showing the effect of the Fordney-
MeCumber tariff bill in Increasing prices may be inserted in the
RECORD.

Mr. SMOOT. Before that is done I desire to say a word.

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to lose the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator does not want to yield, I shall
object to the communleations being printed In the Recorp., I
do not eare, of course, whether they are printed in the REcorp
or not; but if they are to go In, I want them to go in with the
very distinet understanding as to whom the communications
are from. When that Is made known I shall have no objectlon
to the communications being printed in the Recorp.

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to lose the floor.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have no purpose to eamou-
flage the authers of the communlecations.

Mr. SMOOT, If the Senator will let me make a short state-
ment, I shall not object.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. One communication is from
the Falr Tariff League ; another from M. Stein Clo., of Baltimore;
another from William Goldman, of New York; and two other
communications, one from the United States Sugar Assoclation,
und one from Spokane, Wash.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to show what the Fair Tariff League Is.
I want to say to the Senate that the Fair Tariff League is
nothing more nor less than Mr. H. E. Miles; that is all there
is to it

Mr. HARRISON. DMr. President, I decline to yield.

Mr. SMOOT, Then, If I can not make the statement, I shall
object to the communications going In the Recorp.

Mr. HARRISON. I merely do not wish to lose the floor. I
will yield to the Senator if I do not lose the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say further to the Senator from
Massachusetts that, coming from the source it does, I deny the
statement as to woolen goods. I say that It is not true. I
would not ask Senators to take my word for it, for I could prove
it now if T had the time. ;

Mr, President, with that statement the communications may
go into the REcorD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communiea-
tions will he printed in the Recorp.

The communications referred to are as follows:

UXITED STATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION,
New York, March 3, 1923,

Hon, Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

HoxorAbLE Sik: Observing that the Brookbhart resclution to investi-
gate the sugar situation has somewhat stirred up matters and that
yvou were considerate emough to insert my communication, I thought I
would add a few observations in antleipation of what Senator SMoor
might have to say.

‘ﬁhe price of 96° raw sugar to-day ls 5.624 cents per pound, and the
duty, cost, and frelght to be added is 1.78i cents per pound, making
duty-paid price 7.41 cents per pound. The price of refined is 9 cents
per pound less 2 per cent or net price of 8.82 cents per pound. Thus
refiners margin ls 1.41 cents per pound to cover cost of refluing, mar-
keting, brokerage, and proflt, which does not display extortlon on the
part of refiners, )

On the other hand, according to Weather, Crors. and Markets issue
of December 23, 1922, the average price d beet farmers by beet fae-
tories for a ton of bheets containing 15.50 Eer cent of sugar from
which 13.17 per cent of refined sugar, or 263.4 pounds, were extracted
was $6.65. Thus the beet factorles bave secured their raw product
at an average of 2,14 cents per pound and are now selling it on the

basis of New York price of refined, 9 cents plus frelght charge: in
Colorado, Utah, Montana, Michigan, Nebraska, Wyoming, and other
Btftes. which ranges between 1 cent and 1.84 cents per pound more,
They are therefore taking advantage of the rise on the cost of raw cane
fugars to reflners to raise their prices t_ho%gh their raw produet
cost has been constant at 2.14 cents per pound. As the cost of beet
factorles to make reflned, when they have secured their raw product a
2.14 cents per pound is no more than 13 cents per pound, thelr tota
cost to uce is 3,84 cents per pound, leaving Lgem a margin between
cost and selling price of 5.38 cents per pound at O cents, 6.36 cents per
f:und at 10 cents, and 7.20 cents per pound at 10.84 cents per pound

contrast to a cane refiners’ margln of 1.41 cents per pound at presen
prices lm‘ 9 cents, Such prices mean 11 cents to 12 cents per poung
retail in the Western States where beet sugar is produced surplus
quantities, Even if cane refiners were extorting abnormal profits, the
beet factories ave profiting to a greater extent as they foliow all ad-
vances and sell upon the basis of the New York refined price, and thelr
margin of profit is from b to 7 times that of cane refiners,

The tariff adds 2 cents to every pound and is responsible for 2 cents
of the cost, If removed, sugar would now be selling at 7 cents in-
stead of O cents. If reduced 1 cent, sugar wounld be selling at 8 cents
instead of 9 cents, as it wonld cost refiners just so much less for
their raw product, and they could afford to offer it just so much less,

I observe that Senator SMooT returns to tha old charge that re-
finers now control the raw production of Cuba and are themselves
raising the price of the raw product. In his speech of August 7 last,
?enatar ’Suoo'r attempted to show that a refining group controned
2,331,035 tons of the Cuban groductlon. Thizs was answered by Mr.
Rublno in his article “ Sugar, the proposed high duty.” The complete
Stwﬁh pages 20 fo 27, wherein he shows that individuals who may be
stockholders in refinerles are interested In Cuban companies which
produce 539.000 tons instead of 2,331,085 toms, and that the group
charge of Truman . Palmer and Benator SM0oT is absurd. As a
matter of fact, a refiner's profits depend upon the low price at which
he may obtain raw sugars; the more he pays the less his profits,
So If he went extensive i’ into the raw production he would be doing
80 at the expense of his refining business, One business would be
operating against the other. For this reason neither Arbuckle, Federal,
FPeun, or Bavannah refinerles, as well as National, have any raw sugay
interests whatever. It is a simple business ?m tlon with them
not to have a raw sugar interest comrete with . thelr refining interests,

Let Benator Saoor explain how it was that sugar advanced from
6.25 to B cents per pound since the passa st the tariff bill, when
he attempted to show that the price would decline; how the price
of sugar went up during the very ilme that Louislana and domestic
came on the market, when he said that the price Invariably de-
clined during this period, and what benefit the farmer derives at a
price of $5.65 per ton with sugar selling at 10 and 11 cents in 1923,
when the farmer was getting $5.84 per ton in 1912 and $5.60 per
ton in 1918 when average prices for refined were 5.04 and 4.278
cents, respectively, anmd why the factories do not share the benefits
of tariff with the farmer when their [iroﬁt from it on 203.4 pounds of
sugar extracted from a ton of beets In 1922 at 2 cents per pound Is
$5.268 per ton in itself, and they pay the farmer but $5.65 per ton even
when they sell thelr nuﬁnr at 10 cents per pound.

Thanking yon for the conslderation glven my communication and
trusting that the Inclosed wmay serve to further embarrass any of the
high tariff advocates who way attempt to defend thelr posltion an
sugar tariff, T beg to remain,

UNITED STATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION.
) By M. DonraN, Assistant Necretary,

New Yomk, February 12, 1923,
Hon., Davin I, WaLsH,
United States SNenate, Washington, D. C.

DeEAr S8pxaToR Warsd: I promised to write you a litile later con-
cerning the advances on other articles of wool manufacture and also
]cur;ceml;g the opening prices on suitings, which were generally opened
A/l WeeH,

With regard to the latter, the faney sultings opened by the American
Woolen Co. reflected price advances ranging from 15 to 20 per cent
over those of a year ago, and that about reflects the situation generally
thronghout the market on other lines, One worsted manufacturer
making very flne sultings told me that if he marked his goods on the
basls of the exiating price of wool, they would have to he 25 cents a
yard higher, a difference of perhaps 6 or T per cent. Practieally all
manufacturers have stated tbat they are not selllng their zimds on a
basls of the exlsting wool market ; that they are all figuring their wools,
on the basls of actual cost; and practically all of them provided s{ock
to make their goods out of several months ago. .

I have spoken to one of the largest manufacturers of woolen under=-
wear, [e tells me that on all-wool underwear the advance s 20 per
cent; that the great bulk of the buslness, however, is done on part-
woolen nnderwear, and the advances range from 10 per cent on this
class of merchandlse, depenrliu§ upon the quantity of wool used.

With regard to hosiery, he ell? me that the situation is somewhat
confused on account of some dislocation in this indnstry due to the
style factor and the competition with the silk-hosiery business, but he
said that the situnation would not be different than it 1s in underwear
if the manufacturer had to go out and buy hls wool and sell 1t on his
usual percentage of mark up.

I have s?nken to another very large manufacturer of sweaters. They
gpecialize in the manufacture of a sweater coat that is sold all over

the country In a very large way at $8 at retall. Ie says the price for

th ming fall will be $7.060 at retail, and if he were to buy wool
the present market it wonid bave to be higher. el
. . . . . .

.
WM. GOoLDMAN,

AL SrEIN & Co,
Baltimore, Md., February 20, 1923
Hon, Davip 1. WALSH

¥
United States Senate, Washingion, D. O.

My Dear SENATOR: Pursuant to comnversation we had on the train
last week, and in compliance with your request for Information as to
increased prices on domestic and imported woolén and worsted fabries,
and what effect the Increased price will have upon sults and over-
coats, beg to say that notwithstanding that the duty om jmported
fabries under the new tariff bill is much t.l,ls‘her. there ls on1¥ a
change of about 20 per cent incrense on imported woolens and worsteds
when landed here,

Very truly yours,



1923.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

9595

The great change is in-the domestlc fabries on both sultings and
owwou%lnga. I should say the average increase is 10 per cent to-20
per cent for the material, so that, afecting men’s wearing apparel for
the fall and winter season of 1928, a sulb or overcoat ‘which sold, will
say. for 380 retail will hawe to bring $35.

The $5 increase, for your information, I will say, is made up as
follows :

The woolen or worsted fabric that would go into a $30 retail suit
costing last year an average of $3 a yard will cost now: 20 cent
more, or $3.60 a yarl, is increase, together with a minimum of
20 per cent increase on trlmmings that es into & garment, will
mean that the manpfacturer will have to'cha the retail merchant
at loast $8 more for the garment, and the retailer; of course, will ask
about §5 more.

The sasumn percentage of Increase prevailing in the highest priced
garments will mean: that the manufacturers will have to ask $5 to S0
more of the retailer, who in turn will have to. add §$10 to the retail

rice over last year.
> If thers 48 anything additionsl that you would llke to knowy I will be:
glad to hear from you, X

Yours very truly, M, STELN.

SPoRANE, WASH., Jannary 29, 19923,
Hox. SExaTor WALSH,
Washington, D. O, -

1 recently noted au article which appeared In the ‘Assoclated Press
dlspatches, published in our iittle paper here, regarding what Benator
SMooT had to say about the highbrows objecting to. the Republican
Party’s tariff of A1 cents per pound on wool, etc., not incremﬁuﬁ1 the
cost of a sult of clothes to any extent. His talk about only the high-
brows objecting is all bunk, and his statement is misleading, inasmuch
g5 he would figure out that my. wool suit of clothes. would cost me
only $1.24 more, Senator Smoor is trying to. throw sand In . the
people's eyes for the benefit of the woolgrower. I am a Republlcan in
politics, but I could never support a party which would place a tariff
on wool, hides, ete,, whare a very, very few peopls are beneiited at the
exponse of 110,000,000 American ci The $1.24. tariff on the
4 pounds of wool im my suit of clothes, at Spokane, works ont
about as follows ! ;
1. 24

Tarill on: the 4 pounds of wool_-_ 2
Plu= the American Woolen Co/s expenses and, profit manufactur-
ing and selling the cloth, 45 per cent__... b0
b : 1.80
Plus tt_n__e_r:lmhtng manufacturara” cost, 40 per cento o oo eooaao i i
540 L £ L s 52
Plus the wholesale clothing company’s expenses, freight, profit,
ete,, $0 per vanL‘-.’--- I
[ ' 8.28
Plus the retailer’s freight, expenses of selling, and profit, 60 per 107
cen ———— ru s .
B:25
That is about the way It works oub, and when I buy my sult of
clothes here it has a cost of $5.25 to §6 more for the $1.24 tariff on the

wool in my suit of clothes. Of course, we know It should not, but it
does, In reality, we figure about $6 on each man's suit.
Respectlully,
J. COURTNEY,

WasHINGTON, D. C., March 3, 1983.
Hon, Davip 1. WALSH, :
United States Benate, Washington, D, C,
VMY DEar SENATOR WALSH:! answmng.]y‘our inquiry
rices in recent men and in ticular: sinee  the passage of. the
I"::idun; -McCumber tarifl law September 22, 1922, [ submit the fol-
P 2k i

The Division of Buildibg and: Houslug of the Department of Com-
meree, i a recemt table, shows that a six-reom house made of brick:
advanced 9 per cent in cost from July last to January last; a six-room

me honse, 10 per cent; and a typical fa:m? build 15 per cent.

A’ table recemtly prepared by the of Labor ‘Statistics of ‘the
Departzent of Commerce shows that plate glass from 8 to 5 inches
squate adyvanced 10 per cent from August to r last. These

oces, it should be moted, are cul out of lurge broken pleces. Pleces
E‘ te 10 square feet advanced 22 per cent. Bingle A window glass
advanced 9.6 per cent and single B 6 per cent. Lumber: has advanced
8 per cent. Common brick and cement, which were left on. the free
list, advanced 2 per cent only, while the high-protected articles like
gluss advanced from 6 per cent to 22 per cemt, Nails advanced 11 per
cent ; structural steel, 11 cent ; steel bars for reinforcing, 13 per
cent, Since these  Decem advances there have been farther con-
sldérable advanees: in the metal market. It seems cleéar that the:
makers of heavy steel produets will get all or most of the $351,000,000
per aunum that our experts figored that the Fordney law permits
thww to add to their prices. The entire steel- market 1s very firm and
prices advancing to an alarming exteat, in- the judgment 'of meanufae-
turers aind others. The Fordney-McCumber tariff law raised the duty
on files from 235 per cent to 44 cent, an increase of 10 points,. Prices
were immedintely inereased 16 per cemt, or three-fourths of the tarif
increase.

The entive racifl Increase was added to the price of aluminom almost
jmmediately, one advagee being 2 cents per pound . and the next ad-
vance 3 cents. The price of domestic aluminum to-day is the English
ﬁ:'ﬂn pé:is the duty plus freight to New York on the competitive i:ng.

product. :

Lead increased 40 per cent; zinc, 8.8 per cent; antimony, 30 per
cent ; and aluminom, 27 per cent. These advances are from September 1
to Jannary 4 last. Of the stsel slloys used to make automobilés and
othier manufactured products Lighter and stronger, prices have advanced
greatly, some having doubled in price.

Knlt underwear increased 105 per cent. Clothing generally has
fncreased 13 per cent. Some woolen goods are bein n&bred

as to changes in

at a r-
ently old. prices, but-they ave ‘of cheaper quality, with mere: of £§1,n
und shoddy in them.

Cotton. clothis have advanced from 20.to 23 per cent; from one-fifth |
material, the |

to ‘one-fourth of this advanee is due to inerease in raw

rest principally due to the tariff, Indiankgad cotton sheeti
kopown brand, has advanced 22§ per cent,

a well-
Some cheap safeens for

women's wear and for men's sleeve linings have advencad abeut 50 per
cent. Certain English cotton spinners have expressml satisfaction at
our h!i‘h rates, saying that they restrict her importations, which are
only §10,000,000 per year, but they lessen our competition in other
conntries to which En(f!nnd exports $500,000,000 worth. Linens have
ndvanced in this period 3 cents per yard ; ordinary damask, G per cent;
linen canvas, b cents per yard.

- - * L] - - -

The Journal of Commerce of New York City lo January last pub-
Iished a list of about 75 chemiesls on which the duties were advanced
in the Fordney law. All but one had added all or most of the increase .
in the duty to the price. Of another list of 13 drugs and chemicals,
each had added all or most of the duty. Of another Iist of five chemi-
rals that were put on the free list, the price had decreased on each:
| Very truly yours,

Falr TARIFF LEAGUE,
(Blgned) . B. MiLes, Chairman,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, will the Senator
from Mississippi yield to me for just a moment?

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President

Mr. CURTIS. Myr. President, let us have the regular order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will
proceed,

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, I was perfectly willing to
vleld to the Senator from New York who I thought was going
to report the resolution introduced day before yesterday by the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrooxmAwrt] to. investigate the iu-
crease in the price of sugar. I am willing now to yleld to. him,
but a point of order would probably be made against me, and -
I do not want to lose the floor.

Mr., CURTIS. I understand the Secretary of Commerce has
a large appropriation for this purpose and he intends to In-
I-vegtiguta the subject, and, therefore, I demand the regular
order.
| Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, it is perfectly appropri-
ate——
| Mr, CALDER. DMr, President, will the Senator yield?
| Mr. HARRISON. I want to proceed for just a few minutes.
Does the Senator from New York want to ask a question?
| Mr, CALDER. T have a resolution which I desire to report,
| Mr. HARRISON. What resolution, may I ask?
| Mr. CALDER. The sugar resolution. I am prepared to. re-
port that resolution If it Is in order.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator refers to the reselution to
investigate the sugar situation?

Mr. CALDER. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. I will yield for that purpose, unless I will.
thereby lose the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. I demand the regular order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What is the regular order?
| Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Wisconsin- knows what is
the regular order as well as I do.
| Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know there is a regular syatem here
to block this investigation of the sugar trust.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from: Mississippi has
ithe floor. He has not yielded to anyone.

| Mr., KING. Mr. President——
Mr. CURTIS. I demand the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will
proceed.

Mr. KING. I ask unanlmous consenf, if the Senator will
yield, that the Senator from New York be permifted to report
the resolution just referred to.
| Mr. CURTIS. I demand the regular order.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will

proceed. .

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it is perfectly appropriate
that during the last 85 minutes of the Cengress the distinguished
Senator from Utah, who is known to stand for high-priced sugar
to the consumers of tlie country, should have spent this time
in a defense of the increase in the price of sugar, whether it
came by virtve of a trust in Cuba or by virtue of a trust in this
conntry. At the last Congress, when we had thoroughly dis-
cussed this whole sugar problem, after those of us on this side
and some on the other side had joined hands to prevent the in-
creased tariff rate on sugar going into the tariff bill, the Senator
from Utah saw fit, during: the last minutes of a dying Congress,
‘to rise in his:place and make an extensive speech defending
‘the tariff on sugar. I pointed out night before last that in all
probubility during the last minutes of this Congress, when no
one would have a.chance to reply, he would follow the same
policy. That prophesy has come true.

Ar. SMOOT. The: Senator must know that I had no chance
to speak earlier, on account of the filibuster that took places
hm.-_vesterda{ afferncon and evening,.,

. Mr, HARRISON, The Seanator had no chaoce because he
and others were trying to put down our throats the ship sub-

sidy bill-—
Mr. SMOOT. Not at all.
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Mr. HARRISON. When everybody knew for weeks that they
had no chance to do it, and if they had stopped sooner we could
have gone along in an orderly way, and many of the bills that
have died on the calendar, which you promised your constit-
uents to pass, could have been passed.

Mr, President, I am sorry that it has been necessary
to say that even during the closing hours of a Congress, when
everybody except a Republican Senator should feel good because
Congress is at an end. [Laughter in the galleries.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galleries must
preserve order,

SENATOR JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I may say that personally
1 am very sorry that many of my colleagues on the other side
will be here no more. Politically, of course, I am glad; but,
Mr. President, I have risen to-day to speak very briefly of
one gentleman whose departure from this body is universally
regretted.

Few men ever entered this Chamber better prepared by edu-
cation and training and natural ability to render great public
service than did my distinguished colleague, Jouax SHArRP WIL-
rrams.  Possessing a towering intelleet, a store of ready in-
formation that is inexhaustible, a sharpness, a guickness, and
a richness in debate that is as attractlve as it is effective, it
was natural that during his 30 years of congressional life he
should have risen to the leadership of his party in the House
and a commanding position in this body.

His peculiarity of style, his grace and purity of diction, his
clearness of imagery, his thorough understanding of economie
and diplomatic problems, both national and International, en-
riched the debates of the Senate and the literature of our coun-
try. A picturesque and unique character, he will be greatly
missed from this Chamber and the public life of the Nation.
He voluntarily retired from public service, He could have re-
mained here as long as he lived. There was not the slightest
“sign of opposition to him upon the political horizon when he an-
nounced his intention to retire. He goes back to his people,
whom he loved and served so long and faithfully.

Mr. President, the heart of Mississippl to-day is heavy be-
cause of the retirement of her mightiest statesman. Not only
Mississippi but the Nation, as well as civilization, needs him
at this hour; but he has followed his own inclination, callous
‘to tempting and highly remunerative offers, he chose to go back
to his plantation In Yazoo, where he might live anew with his
old friends, might play with his grandchildren, listen to the
stories of trusted colored servants and field hands, and hear,
as he has beautifully said, the chorus of his mocking birds, and
pluck from his own garden, with his own hands, his own
flowers, kissed by the southern dews.

I am sure I voice the sentiments of not only the people of
Mississippl but those of every Member of this body and a large
part of the country in expressing these few words of regret at
his retirement and warmest good wishes for a long life and
happiness,

FEDEBAL FARM LOAN BOARD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, which
will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
466) to provide an additional appropriation for the Federal
IFarm Loan Board for the fiscal year 1924, as follows:

Rosolved, ete,, That the sum of $24,000 is appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1924, to l'l;\rw'me payment for the following additional
positions in the Federal Farm Loan Board: Two members at the rate
of $10,000 each and two private secretaries at the rate of $2,000 each,

Mr. McLEAN. 1 ask unanimous consent for the immediate
cousideration of the joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. If if leads to no discussion, I shall not object.
1t ought to be passed.

Mr. BURSUM. What is the proposition, Mr, Presgident?

Mr. McLEAN. It provides the compensation for the two new
members of the Federal Farm Loan Board agreed to by the
action we took yesterday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed,

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 473)
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to.

Regolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the
Vice President to join a similar committee appointed by the House
of Representatives to wait upon the President of the United Ntates
and inform him that the two Houses, having completed the business
of the present session, are ready to adjourn unless the President has
some further communication to make to them,

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Lopge and Mr. Itos-
INsoN as the committee on the part of the Senate under the
resolution.

COMMISSION OF GOLD AND SILVER INQUIRY.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the provisions of Sen-
ate Resolution 469, creating the Commission of Gold and Silver
Inquiry, the Chair appoints the following Senators members of
the commission: Mr. NicHorson, Mr. Oppie, Mr. Goobpixeg, Mr.
WarsH of Montana, and Mr. Prrraax,

ADJUSTMENTS OF CONGRESSIONAL BALARIES.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to section 10 of the act
(H. R. 14435) making appropriations to provide additional com-
pensation for certain civilian employees of the Governments of
the United States and the District of Columbia during the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, the Chair appoints Mr. Wag-
REN, Mr. Saoor, and Mr. OvErMAN as members on the part of
the Senate of the joint committee of Congress to investigate
and report to Congress on the first day of the next regular
session what adjustments, if any, should be made in the com-
pensation of the officers and employees of the Senate and House
of Representatives, including joint committees and joint com-
missions, the office of the Architect of the Capitol, the legis-
lative drafting service, and the Capltol police.

SENATOR CHARLES A. OULBERSON.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourns
to-day my colleague, the senior Senator from Texas [Mr.
Curnerson], will retire from this body, after a service of 24
years. In point of sustained efficiency, industry, and effective
statesmanship that service is notable in our country’s annals,

Before coming to the Senate he had been governor and at-
torney general of Texas, and in these capacities had made so
brilliant a record as to win, not only the devotion of the people
of Texas, but the attention and the approval of the Nation.

Entering the United States Senate immediately upon the
conclusion of his official career in Texas, he soon established
himself in the front rank of this assembly. For almost a quar-
ter of a century he has maintained that relation here—honored,
beloved, his counsel valued, his judgment sought. He has been
the official leader of his party on the floor, his period of com-
mand proving an asset and an inspiration to the fighting
Democracy.

I need not review on this occasion his memorable labors for
Texas and the Nation. His stainless conduct, his engaging per-
sonality, his fidelity to' the public interest, his intellectual
strength, his amazing grasp of detail, and his ability to reduce
the most complicated problems to the crystal clearness of a
simple formula, evidenced no less by his success at the bar
than by his efforts in executive and legislative positions, ex-
emplify what is best in American character and achievement,
I have risen more especially to express the sadness I feel, and
which I know the Senate feels, in witnessing his departure from
this arena, on which he has reflected a luster in keeping with
its brightest traditions.

THE TARIFF AND THE FARMER.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, in connection
with the discussion between the Senator from Utal [Mr.
Swmoor] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, WaLsu], I
have here an article which appeared in the American Farm
Bureau Federation Weekly News Letter discussing the tariff
in its relation to the farmers of the country. I ask permission
that this article may be printed in the Recorp in eight-point

type.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the American Farm Bureau Federation Weekly News Letter of
January 11, 1923.]

Moreg Cost THAN GAIN IN TARIFF—NET LOSS TO AGRICULTURE I8
ESTIMATED AT $300,000,000.
This tariff study is submitted by the department of research
as a final summary of conclusions on the tariff situation.
This study of the tariff was undertaken for the purpose of
appraising the effect of a protective tariff on the income and ex-
penditures of the farmers of the country, having special refer-
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ence to the tariff of 1922. This involved two tasks—first, to
determine to what extent farmers as producers are benefited by
import duties on their own produets through resultant increases
in market prices; and second, to estimate the increased cost of
commodities purchased by farmers, whether agricultural or in-
dustrial produets, attributable to the existing tariff. In the
foregoing articles of the series an analysis of the relation of
each of the more important farm products to the tariff has been
made; a general discussion of the effects of import duties on
prices of the products of other industries has been presented.
In the present article a summary of conclusions will be set
forth and an estimate of tariflf gains and costs based on a final
serutiny of the data at hand will be offered, which, it is be-
lieved, indicates reliably, though roughly, the net financial sig-
nificance of the new tariff for the general farming community.

For the purpose of this presentation the tarifi schedules may
best be divided into two groups: Those relating to farm prod-
uets and those relating to other comimodities. In the first
group, farmers generally are interested both as producers and
as consumers: in the second group they are interested directly
only as consumers.

AGRICULTCRAL SCHEDULES INVOLYE BOTH GAINS AND LOSSES,

Taking up first the schedules relating to agricultural prod-
nets, it is to be noted that certain of the duties carried will
increase the value of products to the benefit of those farmers
who produce the given product, and thereby increase the cost
of living or of operation for other farmers purchasing that
product in raw or manufactured state. On the whole, however,
it is estimated that gains to producers will oufweigh increases
to farm consumers of farm products. The accompanying table
presents the figures in detail for each group of commodities
accorded protection in the present law.

The bases of tiese various estimates and a résumé of gen-
eral conelusions regarding each line of prodnct—derived chiefly
from the foregoing special article of this series—follow :

Table showing estimated results of tavifl on farm products.

Gain. Costto | Cost toall
| fsrmers. | consumers.
|
1
Wheat. .. $10, 000,000 | $3,000,000 | $12, 000, 000
S s AR D |
SUEAr. ... ... » ), ),
IJa%:v and poultry 3,000,000 1.......canve 9, 000, 000
T e 37,500,000 | 27,300,000 | 01,000,000
Chtie S GRahn :,wo,cml 1,000,000 | 1,800,000
o SRR — 10,000,000 | 5,300,000 | 53, 000, 000
Flaxseed and linseed oil 3,500,000 | 2,700, 000 9, 000, 000
Miscellaneous products: £ | '
Lemons........... 5, 000, 000
b e e S S LT 2 500, 000 |
WAIDOLS. - oo o sooss e son ceranaenaes] 2,500,000 |1 2,000,000 | 17,000,000
Mizcellaneous fruits and vegetables....... 1,000, 000
Hemp. 500, 000
; 000,000 | 5,000,000 | 5,000,000
2,500,000 | 7,000,000 | 22,000,000
500, 000 | 94,900,000 | 391,700, 000
1

Net gain to agriculture, $29,000,000.

. THE WHEAT TARIFF.

As the United States is an exporter of wheat the general im-
pression is that an import duty is useless as a means of increas-
ing domestic prices. Little exception can be taken to this state-
ment of the case as regards winter wheat. A complication
arises, however, in the fact that hard spring wheat is at times
imported as a premium grade from Canada for mill econsump-
tion in this country. An import duty is probably in some years
of material benefit to American spring wheat growers. The
facts regarding imports, exports, and consun.ption of this prod-
uct are not available. The general situation which determines
the price for it, however, geems to be this: Under conditions of
free trade the price of spring, as well as winter, wheat is based
on the Liverpool quotation; neither American nor Canadian
spring crops can sell much above the price prevailing at Liver-
pool, given freedom of shipment across the border, though they
muy sell either above or below winter wheat, depending on the
relative volume of spring and winter production. In the second
pluce, production of spring wheat in the United States has been
prictically stationary for the past 20 years, which probably ac-
counts for the fact that in three out of the last six years quite
considerable quantities of Canadian wheat have been imported
and ground—and presumably consumed in this country. Now,
given such conditions, there will be a natural tendency for
prices of American spring wheat to rise above the Liverpool
base whenever the crop of that grain falls below the average
or when the crop of winter wheat or of Canadian spring wheat
is unusually large. That is, there will be in the United States
a loeal relutive shortage of spring wheat not existing in the
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world market, with consequent tendencies toward bulging
prices. Free entry of Canadian grain levels down this tendency
and the existence of a tariff barrier against that grain allows
the domestic situation to secure its logical effect.

CROP OF 1921 AFFECTED.

There is evidence that the tariff did maintain the price of
northern spring wheat above world levels in the season of 1921
and 1922, as it remained consistently above Canadian prices
for Manitoba as well as above domestic prices for red winter.
This year, with a very large crop of spring wheat, the effect of
the duty is apparently slight or probably entirely nil. The
determination of a definite figure to represent benefits 10
growers is largely guesswork owing to the complexity and
obseurity of the factors involved. The amount here fixed npon,
namely, $10,000,000 per year, can only be taken to indicate that
the sum is small compared to the total value of output, taking
the average of one year with another. The cost to consumers
in the form of higher prices for flour and mill feed is placed at
$12,000,000, allowance being made for the inereased cost of
imporied wheat. Of this amount $3.000,000, or 25 per cent, is
allocated to farmers as consumers,

OTHER CEREALS.

Import duties on eorn, oats, rye, barley, and rice are of little
significance. Growers of buckwheat probably benefit somewhat
from the duty on Canadian grain brought in mainly for feed.
The duty on corn may occasionally be a minor factor when con-
ditions favor imports from Argentina, which is not the normal
situation, as that country’'s surplus will usually find a better
market in Europe ; and the tariff on oats and barley will prob-
ably influence prices seasonally and locally along the Canadian
border to a small degree. Gains to producers are estimated
roughly at $1,000,000 per annum ; cost to consumers, including
increased cost of imported cereals, in which rice from the
Orient figures most largely, at $1,500,000; and cost to farm
consumers at $500,000.

BUGAR.

There can be no question that the duty on sugar increases the
price of that commodity to about the extent of the duty on
Cuban 96° centrifugals, which was fixed in conference at
17648 cents per pound. If it be assumed that the whole of
this increase acerues to the growers, the addition to the value
of their average production is $45,800,000 annually., There is,
as pointed out in the article dealing with the sugar tariff, some
question whether the manufacturers may not be able to retain
some of this increment; but as there is no basis for estimating
any definite proportion going to manufacturers, the whole
amount is allocated to growers' gaing. The cost to consumers,
based on 1921 consumption figures, is $192,400,000, of which
burden it is estimated that farmers as a group bear 25 per
cent, making the increased cost of sweets consumed on the
farm $48,100,000, In these latter estimates it is assumed that
only the amount of the Cuban duty is passed on to the con-
sumer. As a matter of fact, the full rate of duty, which is 25

_per cent higher than the Cuban preferential rate, applies to

imports of refined sugar, as none is imported in the refined
state from Cuba. Imports of refined sugar are usually negli-
gible, and this excess protection accorded the manufacturer is
here ignored, as its benefit can only be secured through price-
fixing agreements, as to the existence of which nothing is here
affirmed.

DAIRY AND POULTRY PRODUCTS,

The duties on this group of products are of slight importance
to agriculture. The rates on milk and cream will probably
influence materially prices received In the Boston territory.
The duty on dried and frozen eggs will affect egg prices in New
York, especially in the early spring months and on the grades
known as breaking stock. The cheese duty will increase the
prices of European types, but this will be of no particular sig-
nificance to the farmer, as he produces very little of such
cheeses. The estimate of a gain of $3,000,000 to producers is
based on the receipts of milk and cream at Boston, and of eggs
at New York during the first six months of the year. The
$0,000,000 cost-to-consumer figure includes increased cost of the
products just named as well as the cost of the duty on imported
and domestic European cheese.

THE WOOL DUTY.

Roughly speaking, the duty of 31 cents per clean pound is
added to the price of wool in our markets. This is equivalent
to about 127 per grease pound on the average of domestie
wools and means an Increase of about $37,500,000 in growers'
receipts, on the assumption that the farm price will be increased
in the same amount as the market price. Further assuming
that the exact equivalent of the duty is shifted onto the final




0098

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MarcHu 4,

consumer—which is probably more or less than the truth, ac-

cording to market conditions—the cost to consumers is placed

at £01,000,000; that is, 31 cents per pound on the total consump-

tion of scoured wool. The farmer probably consumes his per

eapita share of wool, and his increased clething cost is accord-

ingly figured at 30 per cent of the total cost, or $27,800,000.
LIVE STOCK AND MEATSH,

Under present conditions import duties on animals and pack-
ing-liouse products can have very little influence on the mar-
kets. In the earlier study of the subject it was concluded that
the duty on Canadian cattle would probably have some effect
on the purely local fluctuations in feeder cattle at St. Paul and
slaughter stuff at Buffalo. It has been rather arbitrarily as-
sumed that the operation of the duties will stimulate prices to
the extent of one-fourth to one-half a cent a pound in the two
markets named and on the particular classes mentioned. From
the statisties .of feeder movement at 8t Paul and slaughter at
Buffalo tle benefits to producers are computed to be about $1.500,-
000 and the increased cost to consumers $1,800,000, Consmmers of
meat loeally in the Buffalo market will feel the effect of what-
ever price inereases result there, while the Corn-Belt feeders will
shoulder the burden of any increase in cost of feeder cattle at
St. Paul. The latter item, therefore, 1,000,000, is charged as a
cost to farm consumers,

TORBACCO.

The export and manufacturing types of tobacco, constituting
the bulk of the crop, are not subject to tariff influences. Cigar
leaf can be but slightly affected because the import cigar to-
baccos are of a different guality and not truly competitive.
Connecticut wrappers are probably increased substantially in
price by the $2.10 duaty on Sumatra leaf with which they come
in competition. How mmech the increase muy be there is no
way of determining. As what is believed to be a reasonable
guess, based on general considerations of rates of duty, produc-
tion, and price quotations, the probable benefit to producers is
placed at $10,000,000. As the duty on some 85,000,000 pounds
of Cuban Smnntra amd Turkish tobaccos imported annually
is undoubtedly added to the selling price of cigars and cigarettes,
the cost of the fobacce duty te the consumer is much higher than
the gain to producers amounting, on the basis of duties nssessed,
to 853,000,000, Of this 10 per ecent is assigned to farmers as
consmners of cigars amnd ecigarettes.

OILS AND OIL-BEARING MATERIALS,

Whatever wight be the effect of a general fariff against vege-
table oils, the law as actually passed can not materially benefit
any farm producers save flaxseed growers. The flaxseed duty
of 40 cents per bushel will no doubt he genuinely protective.

The effect on prices, however, will be somewhat less than the
amount of the dnty owing to the drawback privilege whereby
crushers secure g refund of a portion of the duty on the ex-
portation of linseed meal or cake made from lmported grain.
Cemparative prices in the United States and Canada over a
period of several years indicate that the differential in favor
of the American market equnals approximately four-fifths of
the amount of the duty. This, under the new law, is 32 cents
per bushel—as the nominal rate is 40 cents—which on an
average production of 11,000,000 bushels gives us $3,500,000 as
the apparent benefit to growers. Applying the same rate of in-
crease on the linseed oil consumption of the country the indi-
cated cost is roughly $8,000,000, of which 30 per cent is charged
ns u cost to farm consumers, It should, perhaps, be noted that
while 32 eents per bushel or thereabouts is the effective rate as
regards the influence on the flaxseed market, it may not be the
effective rate of increase in linseed oil prices. This rate on the
seed is equivialent to about 1.7 cents per pound on oil, The
actunl rate on imported oil is 3.3 cents per pound. If the
crushers are uble to take advantage of the latter rate, the cost
of the duty to consumers will be obviously about twice as much
as the above estimate.

MISCELLANEOUS PRODUCTS.

Among the ndner farm products are several which will be
more or less influenced by the tariff. These include lemons,
raising, almonds, walnuts, elover seed, onions, and hemp. Gross
increases in producers’ receipts are estimated at $12500,000.
In estimating increases in consumption costs imports not only
of these products but of others not commerecially produced in
this country, such as dates, fige, pineapples, filberts, ete,
must be taken Into conslderation. The figure Is placed at
$22,000,000, tuking into consideration production, imports, and
rates of duty. Cost to farm consumers is figured at $7,000,000,
farmers being small purchasers of most of the commodities
under consideration but the sole consumers of clover seed on
which they must pay higher prices not only for domesti¢ but
for huported seed.

Considering the agricultural schedules as a whole, the esti-
mated gains to producers is $124.800.000, and the cost to farm-
ers as consumers $04,900,000, leaving a net gain to agriculture
from the tariff on its own products of £29,700,000. The total
of costs to eonsumers of farm produets is $391,000,000, These
figures, while admittedly rongh, probably approximate the truth.

To estimate the effects of the tariff on the market prices of
other commodities, as hag been done for agricultural produets, is
far from a simple matter. It can not he carried out to an un-
limited extent by the method which has been followed in the
case of farm products; namely, by a detailed analysis of com-
petitive conditions, prices, production, and consumption for all
the individual products of all branches of an industry. To
undertake such an investigation to determine the effects of the
tariff in all industries—manufacturing, mining, and so forth—
that operate in the United States would be far beyond the re-
sources of this department; and no adequate inguiry of that
character has been made by any agency thus far. Hence if any
attempt to estimate in dollars and cents the cost of the tarift to
the farmer as a consnmer of the products of other industries be
made, it must be by recourse to some other method.

QUESTION OF COST T0 CONSCMERS,

Several estimates of the cost of the tariff to consumers have
been put forth, from which the total cost to farmers might he
derived by estimating his share in consumption of dutiable com-
modities. No particular basis for these estimntes seems, how-
ever, to be discoverable and they are therefore ignored. The
only basis that appears to be available for any reasonably safe
estimate of the sort is the cost-to-consumer figure above pre-
sented for agricultural products. The cost of such commodities
is inereased by import duties to the extent of some $392.000,000
according to our estimates. This is a trifle over 2 per cent of
the average total valoe of the output of the farms. It might bhe
assumed that the cost of other products would be incrensed ir
like ratio, whereby the increased cost to consumers coulil be
computed. Such an assumption, it is believed, would be n
minimum,

The assumption is here made, and the cost is so computed.
The average value of gross output of all industries other than
agriculfure is about $65,000,000,000; applying the ratio ascer-
tained for farm produets, the result is $1.323.000,000, which by
this computation is the cost of the tariff on other than farm
preducts to American consumers

FARMERS' SHARE 25 PRIl CENT.

Now, as to the portion of this tax which falls upon the
farmer consumer. In the estimites relating to agricultural
products it will be noted that the share of the cost-to-consumers
figure alloeated to furm consumers is a little under 25 per cent
of the total. The 25 per cent share seems reasonuble on other
grounds. The income of farmers is estimated by the Nutional
Burean of Economic Research as 18 per cent of the natienal
income. Their purchasing power would therefore be 18 per
cent of that of the whole eountry; as purchasers of ovdinary
consumers’ goods at retall, however, they would probably buy
close to their per capita share, which is 30 per cent; for a
much smaller portion of farm income is spent for railronds,
factories, Industrial materials, and equipment, in the form of
corporate securitieg, than is true of business profits. Further-
more, consumers’ goods, where the farmers' largest purchases
lie, are probably more affected by the tariff than are producers’
goods, most of which are eithier on the free list or not suscepti-
ble to tariff influences. Moreover, the item of louse rent
absorhs part of the city man's income.

The farmers' share in the cost of the tariff on other than
farm products is therefore placed at 25 per eent of the total,
or $331,000,000. Subtracting his net gain on the agriculrural
schedules, which amounts to $30,000,000, the remainder is $301,-
000,000, which represents the net cost of the tariff to agricul-
tore. Combining the agricultural and nonagricultural sched-
ules, the figures are, in tabular form, as follows:

Bummary of benefits to farmers and minimum cost to consumers,

Average value Cost to

of ontpat Tarll m::st-o f
19171921 R CONSUmers.
Fnrmproducts......................A.1m,24-'».tl.l].llxlJ. $392, 000, 000 | 895, 000, 009
Products of all other industries....... 64, 000, 000, 000 | 1,323, 000, 000 § 331, 000, 009
gL PR AT 81, 245, 000, 000 F 1,715,000,000 | 426, 000,000

1. 8. Department of _lx-rictllm.n-a *Partly mimt;d.

Gkl iooat: 40 ANPERRES. | o R N b e A s 426, 000, 000
Qains to farmers as produocers .. 125,000,000
Net cost to agriculture. ..... . 301, 000, 000
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1t is recognized that these figures are liable to a large degree
of error. They are, however, based in part on a careful detailed
analysis (that relating to farm products) and on a further
assumption that seems reasonable as a minimum, namely, that
industrial products are affected hy the tariff to the same degree
as are agricultural products. The chief weakness in the method
is in deriving a ratio of cost of the tariff from value of total
output, output being taken as roughly indicative of consump-
tion. The figures of gross production contain a large amount
of duplication both within the agricultural and industrial groups
and hetween agriculture and industry. Production figures are
therefore somewhat ambiguous; but the duplications will offset
each other more or less, since they occeur in both agricultural
und industrial returns. ‘That the estimate 18 likely to err below
rather than above the truth is indicated by two further con-
siderations,  First, no allowance has heen made in any of our
estimates for possible * pyramiding” of duties between pro-
dueer or importer and final copsumer. It is most probably true
that the original tarifi increment to the price Is, in many cases,
increased as the goods pass through the channels of trade; this
would naturally occur where commodities are handled on com-
mission and, perhaps, to greater or less extent in the ordinary
processes of manufacturing, wholesaling, and retalling. It has
heen estimated hy some observers that the cost of import dut ies
is “ pyramided ” to the extent of two or three fold. Such an
assumption seems excessive, and there is no basis of actual
measurement : the whole question lias heen ignored by this de-
partment in preparing estimates. In the second place, farm
products enter into commerce relatively mueh less than indus-
trial products.

If the ratio of tariff costs could he hased on actual sales
Instead of gross production, the resulting figure for industrial
products would undoubtedly be higher than the one above given.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

AMr. BURSUM, Mr. President, it seems to me that the Sen-
ate onght not to adjonrn without af least giving consideration
to bills which have been reported out for the relief of the de-
fenders of the country, :

Since this omnibus pension bill has been reported I am ad-
vised that three of the beneficiaries have died, so that the total
number, which originally was 1,117, iz now only 1,114. Of
course, there may be those who will say that in the interest of
economy we ought not to pass this legislation; that by the next
Congress all of the 1,117 beneficiaries will have died and the
Government will be that much ahead. These veterans and
widows are (dying at the rate of more than 4,000 a month,
These omnibus bille seek to provide for the most needy, the
most aged of the veterans who served duoring the Civil War in
defense of their country, and the widows of those who have
died. These veterans are poor; they are in needy circum-
stances; and it seems to me that it is a niggardly policy, it is
an unappreciative poliey, that will permit the defenders of the
country who served us in time of peril to die penniless, or to
depend on charity for their existence.

There is no class of people to whom the Nation is more in-
debted and more obligated than the veterans who served dur-
ing the Oivil War. Of course, the power of Senators by simply
making an objection can avail to prevent action; yet yesterday
we witnessed here a filibuster, lasting some eight hours, as a
protest against the House of Representatives, because two or
three leaders in the House, as was alleged, prevented action
upon certain legislation which these distingnished Senators
favored and thought ought to have a chance; yet here in the
Senate, while only one objection has been raised against these
bills, there is apparenily no opportunity to have them consid-
ered.

Members of this body of both parties, representing at least
three-fourtlis of the Senate, have said to me, *“ We are in favor
of passing pension legislation, and especlally the omnibus bill,
and helping ont these old veterans"; yet it has not been pos-
sible even to obtain a vote. What fine friends the old veteran
has in the Senate, that he can not even get a vote on the con-
sideration of a bill for his relief or for the relief of his widow !

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, even af this late
hour, to take up and pass Housge bill 13980, the omnibus pension
bill.

My, SMOOT.,
no objection,

Mr. BURSUM. T ask that it be taken up and considered.

My, SMOOT. The Senator said that be wanied it passed.

Mr. BURSUM. I would expect it to pass. Of course, you
never can tell what will happen.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to proceeding to
the econsideration of the bill?

Mr. DIAL, I object.

If the Senator asks that it be taken up, I have

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection.

Mr. BURSUM. I now move that we proceed to the congidera-
tlon of House bill 13980,

Mr. DIAL. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. BURSUM. I demand a roll call.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from South Carolina suggests
the absence of a quorum. >
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll,
The reading clerk ealled the roll, and the following Senators

answered to their names:

Asliurst France Lenroot Reed, Pa.
Ball Frelinghuysen Lodge Robinson
Bayard George MeCormick Sheppard
Brandegee Ierry MeCumber Shields
Brookhart Glass McEellar Shortridge
Bronssard Gooding McKinley Smith
Bursum Hale AlcLean Smoot
Calder Harreld MceNary sSpencer
{ameron larris Moses Stanley
capper Harrison Myers Sterling
Caraway Heflin New Sutherland
Colt Hitcheock Norbeck Swanson
Conuzens Johnson Norris Townsend
Cumming Jones, N, Mex Uddie Wadsworth
Curtis Jones, Wash, Overman Walsh, Mass.
Dial Kendrick Page Warren
Dilllnghum Keyes Pepper Watson
Edge King Phipps Weller
Ernst Ladd Pittman Willis
Fernald La Follette Pomerene

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to announce that
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Frerceer] has been in-
avoildably detained from the Senate since Wednesday on acconnt
of illness,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present,

Mr, WARREN. I ask the Senator to yield to me two or three
minutes for the purpese of alluding to something in the Recorp
this morning. :

Mr. BURSUM. T yield,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to a resolution (FH. Res. 577) for the appointment, by the
Speaker pro tempore of the House, of a committee of three
members to join a similar committee appointed by the Senafe
to wait npon the President of the United States and inform him
that the two Houses have completed the business of the present
gession and are ready to adjourn unless the President has some
other communieation to make to them.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED,

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of
the House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res.
466) to provide an additional appropriation for the Federal
Iarm Loan Board for the fiscal year 1924, and it was thereupon
signed by the Vice President.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVATLS.

A message from the President of the United Statés, by Mr.
Latia, one of his secretarles, announced that the President had
approved and signed the following acts and Jjoint resolutions:

On March 3, 1923:

8,074, An act to amend an act entitled “An act to save day-
light and to provide standard time for the United States,” as
amended ;

S.1076. An act esfhblishing standard grades of naval stores,
preventing deception in fransactions in naval stores, regulating
traflic therein, and for other purposes;

S. 2703. An act to allow the printing and publishing of illus-
trations of foreign postage and revenue stamps from defaced
Mates;

: S 3128. An act to amend section 1 of the act entitled “An
act providing for the location and purchase of publie lands for
reservoir sites,” approved January 13, 1897, as amended;

§. 8802, An act authorizing the State of California to bring
suif against the United States to determine title to certain
lands in Siskiyou County, Calif,;

S, 4122. An act granting the consent of Congress to the In-
terstate Toll Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across
Red River between Montague County, Tex,, amd Jefferson
County, Okla.;

N. 4146, An act permitting the State of Wyoming to reconvey
certain lands to the United States and select othier lamds in
lieu thereof, and providing for the patenting of certain lands
to Natrona County, Wyo., for public-park purposes:

§.4211. An act authorizing preliminary examination and sur-
vey to be made of the intracoustal waterway in Louisiana and
Texas;
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§.4235. An act granting consent of Congress to the Charlie
Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across Red River be-
tween Clay County, Tex., and Cotton County, Okla.;

8. 4387. An act to anthorize the building of a bridge across
the Tugaloo River between South Carolina and Georgia;

8. 4469. An act to extend the time for the construetien of a
bridge or bridges and trestles over the navigable channels of
the mouth of the Mobile River in the State of Alabama;

8. 4586. An act to authorize the building of a bridge across
the Peedee River in South Carolina;

5. 4548, An act declaring Bear Creek in Hamphreys, Leflore,
and Sunflower Counties, Miss., to be a nonnavigable stream ;

S. 4552, An act to incorperate the Belleau Wood Memorial
Association ; :

S. 4579, An act to authorize the Lee County bridge district
No. 2, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge over the
8t. Francis River;

8. 4583. An act granting the eonsent of Congress to the State
of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River between Charles Mix County and Gregory
County, 8. Dak.; and

8. J. Res. 240. Joint resolution authorizing the erection on
oublic grounds of .2 memorial to the late Joseph J. Darlington.

On March 4, 1923:

8,425, An act authorizing the Attorney General of the United
States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United
States marshals of the several judicial districts of the United
States within certain limits;

8.2051. An act to amend section 3142 of the Revised Statutes
to permit an increase in the number of collection districts for
the collection of internal revenue and in the number of collectors
of internal revenue from 64 to 65:

8. 2084, An act for the relief of Thurston W. True;

8.3424. An act to provide for the reclamation of the United
States military reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii ;

S.3580. An act to extend the time for the construction of a
bridge across the Red River of the North at or near the city of
Pembina, N. Dak, ;

8.4117. An act autherizing the closing of certain portions of
Grant Road in the Digtrict of Columbia. and for other purposes;

8.4160. An act to amend the act of Congress entitled “An act
to establish a commission for the purpose of securing information
in connection with questions relative to inferstate commerce in
coal, and for other purposes,” approved September 22, 1922

8.4107. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Intferior to
issue to certain persons and eertain corporations permits to ex-
plore, or leases of,-certain lands that lie south of the medial line
of the main channel of Red River in Oklahoma, and for other
purposes ;

8, 4216. An act authoriming the sale of real property no
longer required for military purposes;

S, 4245. An act to provide the necessary organization of the
customs service for an adequate administration and enforce-
ment of the tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenue
Iaws;

8. 4280. An act to provide additional’ credit facilities for the
azricultural and@ive-stock industries of the United States: to
amend the Federal farm loan act; to amend the Federal re-
serve act; and for other purposes;

S. 4322, An act for the relief of the owners of the barge
Hoavana;

8. 4503. An act granting the consent of.Congress to Bethle-
hem Steel Co. to construct a bridge across Humphreys Creek at
or near the city of Sparrows Point, Md. :

S, 4544 An act to authorize the extension of the period of
restriction against alienation on suorplus lands allotted to
minor members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in
Oklahoma ; :

S.4592. An act granting consent of Congress to the Hagle
Pass & Piedras Negras Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge
across the Rio Grande between Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras
Negras, Mexico;

8. 4594, An act to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost not
to exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and consular
establishments of the United States;

8. 4614, An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled “An
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi-
ciary,” approved March 3, 1911;

8.4681. An act granting the consent of Congress fo the
counties of Bowie and Cass, State of Texas, for construction
of a bridge across Sulphur River, at or near Paces Ferry, in
snld counties and State;

S.4637. An act for the relief of certain disbursing agents
under the Department of Commerce :

S.4638. An act anthorizing the Great Northern Railway Co.
to maintain and operate, or reconstruct, maintain, and operate,
its bridge across the Columbia River at Marcus, in the State
of Washington ; and -

8. J. Res. 282, Joint resolution to amend the resolution of
December 29, 1920, entitled “ Joint resolution to create a joint
committee on the reorganization of the administrative branch
of the Government.”

STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS,

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President. this morning when T took up
the RECogp my attention was called to some fizures submitied by
the senior Senator on the minority side of the Committee on
Appropriations [Mr. OVERMAN] respecting appropriations of
1923 and 1924, and also appropriations dating back to 1915. It

-is usnal in long sessions for the Committee on Appropriations

to present to the Senate and to have inserted in the REcorp a
full showing of all direct appropriations.

I thank the Senator from New Mexico for yielding.

Mr. President, I ask to have the following tables inserted as
a part of my remarks. Table 1 compares the appropriations of
fiscal years 1023 and 1924, Table 2 compares the Budget esti-
mates and appropriations, fiscal year 1924, Table 3 compares
Budget estimates and appropriations, deficiency and supple-
mental, fiseal year 1923 and prier fiscal years. Table 4 is a
recapltulation of ecomparisons of Budget estimates and appro-
priations, and Table 5 is a chronologieal history of regular
annual and deficiency appropriation bills.

The following gratifying results are shown:

The total appropriations for fiseal year 1924 are $233,802.-
504.60 less than same for fiseal year 1923.

The Budget estimates for fiscal year 1924 have been reduced
$7,825,118.07, and for 1923 and prior years the sum of $2,918.-
640.20; in all, $10,743,758.27.

The reduction of the total appropriations for 1924, as cem-
pared with 1923, in the sum of $233,802,504.60 is most welcome
information for the taxpayers of this country. This result has
been achieved by painstaking cooperation on the part of all
concerned. In a letter of April 26, 1921, to President Harding
1 suggested that *“the one thing leading most direcily to de-
sired results in economy ig teamwork between the legislative
and executive branches of the Goverament.”

This satisfactory result could not have been accomplished
without strenuous teamwork. The executive departments, the
Dudget Bureau, the Committea on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives, the House of Representatives, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate, the Senate, and finally
the President—all these have had their part, and all have given
to their country their best efforts; hence a good result. It is
pleasant to say that there has been no ill feeling or prejudice
between any of the above-named. In the very nature of things
there will be differences of opinion among men, but none so
strong that reasoning, ceneiliation, and compromise can not
overcome them as to national finances.

The reductions in supply bills for the fiscal year 1924 have
been so made that no legitimate function of the Government
will suffer. Notwithstanding the reductions made, there has
been appropriated as follows: $1,205.007,000 for the interest
on the public debt and public-debt redemption funds: $428.160,-
778 for the Veterans' Bureau to care for the needs of the veter-
ans of the World War; $253,000,000 for Army and Navy pen-
stons for soldiers of the Civil War and other wars; $70,532,060
for rivers and harbors, flood control, and Muscle Shoals im-
provement ; $50,411,500 for the United States Shipping Board;
and $34,050,000 for the construction of roads.

Criticism of deficiency appropriations made at this session is
not warranted. The first, second, and third deficiency acts ap-
propriated $233,492,526.37—largely the rvesults of war. The
greater portion of this sum went for purposes authorized by
law and over which Congress had no discretion. For example,
$121,105,000 for refunding taxes illegally collected ; $25.000.000
for the cooperative construction of rural post roads; $20,950,-
000 for scrapping naval vessels; $16,000,000 for Army nnd
Navy pensions on account of monthly payment of pensions;
$13,235,000 for military and naval insurance, Vefterans’ Bureau;
$5,842,483.08 for judgments, audited claims, court awards, and
damage claims; and $2.505,793.87 to carry out new laws and
treaties. The seven items above enumerated amount to $204.-
728,276.95. Deducting thig sum, there remain deficiencies
amounting to $28,764,240.42. Of this sum $12,108.013.58 was
appropriated for the Postal Service and made payable out of
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systematie and expeditious manner. The Budget law has
demonstrated its worth. It helps separate the chaff from the
grain. It gives accuracy, as well as integrity, to estimates,
which results in less work on the part of Congress. Under the
old system congressional committees were obliged to spend a
great amount of time on extravagant and questionable esti-
mates. In faet, meritorious estimates are never the cause of
annual and deficiency appropriation bills, shows the appro- | great contention. Now, that estimates mean something, the
priations have never been handled so early nor in such a ! work of all is accelerated.

Tasre I.—Comparison of appropriations by departments and establishments, fiscal pears 1923 and 192}.

[Amounts carried for each of these years in regular annual appropriation acts, deficiency appropriation acts, special acts, and amounts
estimated under permanent and indefinite appropriations.

1923.

postal revenues, and made necessary by the increased volume
of business, and $6,500,000 for changes in range of turret guns
of certain battleships permissible under the terms of the treaty
providing for the limitation of naval armament. Deducting
these two items, there remains but $10,156,235.84 for real de-
ficiencies, which is comparatively a very small amount.

A glance at Table 5, the chronological history of regular

1 A Deerease (—) or
Appropriations, | Appropriations, | increase (+) 1924
fiseal year 1923. | fiscal year 1924. compared with
1923.
Legislative branch:
Regularannnali --:o.coaiaaiiiniiiia e e e O e A e $13, 122, 664. 30 $12, 715, 971. 66 —$406, 692. 70
Increased compensation. .... T P e e S e A A 1, 694, 356. 00 1,705, 140. 00 410, 784. 00
Permanent and indefinite........... e et e e A e S Ees e 800. 00 80000 |...... SAATIEE P St
1 5 7 Ll Sl PR T s e = MO St i) = E e R e 14, 817, 820. 30 14,421,911 60 | —395, 908, 7
Executiv;as Office all]d independent offices: !
T annual—
Shipping Board..... . 100, 459, 000. 00 50, 411, 500. 00 —50, 047, 500. 00
Veterans’ Bureasl....coocoveeurussvoninns 431, 298, 843. 45 428, 180, 773. 00 —3,188,070. 45
Executive and other independent offices 21,021,403.93 | 18, 062, 098, 00 —2, 959, 305. 93
Increased COMPENsation . .....tvceereeiannnasconnns 5,527, 342. 00 4,916, 192. 00 —611, 150, 00
Total.... .o oisaanaan A R R e e T e S e b ! 558, 306, 589. 38 501, 550, 563. 00 —56, 756, 026. 38
Permanentsnd indefinite s e it s s a s o et 'i 6, 017, 000, 00 6,511, 495. 74 4494, 495. 74
Eatal o T N A S S A e Y 564, 323, 589. 38 508, 062, 058, 74 —56, 261, 530. 64
Agricultural Department:
Regular annual—
Department proper. ........... P IS i Wy e 1) [ oy 87,524,153.00 | 37,236, 653.00 —287,500. 00
Inc compensation 3,232, 863. 00 3,304, 800. 00 -£71, 937. 00
“oads, construction of......c.uinn. 35, 000, 600. 60 32, 300, 000. 00 — 2,700, 000. 00
Pormanant andindefinite. . ool ieiiies cansdase e i aw s s i 12, 250, 006 60 12, 220, 000. 00 —30, 000. 00
i e e e S N e e U R R R R et | 88,007,016. 00 85, 061, 453. 00 —2, 945, 563. 00
Commerce, Department of: s
S R L i s 19,509, 335.36 | 19,377, 045. 00 —132,290. 36
Lo e OB RN | e Aa it e s L e S er i s B T e e 1, 835, 159. 00 1, 958, 956. 00 4123, 797. 00
Pamanant ana indeimite s i s o e sl e e e 3, 000. 00 Al 1 e e R 4
ARl o s, e S M e Wald ) E e Yo Tl i e s 21,347,494.36 | 21,339, 001. 00 —8,493,36
Inteﬁior. Bepartm:lnt of:
ilar annual— .
eglems ..................................................... caes-| @270, 423, 206. 67 254, 774, 660. 00 —15, 648, 546. 67
Intarior Depariment, proper-. o b bl Lol T S e 43, gg, % gg 3‘.23, ggﬂ, 03‘4)3 g T '332, g‘_’ﬂ 86’.
Ine compensation......... e e are e 3 b bkt o e e 1 , 803, 092, , 845, 309. +42, 217,
Peormanent and MASBRIbE: oLt ioain i st v e s ety 27,499, 000. 00 28, 349, 500. 00 | 4850, 500. 00
Al s e i e e e s S S e e s L b e o | 344 365,259.29 | 325, 560, 50. 00 | —18,495,750.29
i partment of, and judiciary:
il mu?o et e sl S S e e S 21, 813, 780. 78 18, 421, 056. 00 —3,392,724. 78
Ineroased - COmDaRMR IO o S e L an m aimiata ke bin it o b L | 77, 884 00 875, 000, 0 +99, 116. 00
T e e T e e | 22,589,664.78 |  19,296,056.00 |  —3, 293, 608. 78
Labor, Department of:
Regularannual. ... ... L. ... == SV R U BT E LT R 6, 923, 476. 11 -6, 918, 556. 00 —4,920.11
Inereased com e s o e e S 566, 832. 00 566, 640. 00 | —192. 00
Permanent and indefiBite. .. ......oooeeeeeaceannnnn Vb N S T e e ARV NI 25, 000, 00 +25, 000. 00
U B LR o N S e o I St 7, 490, 308. 11 7, 510, 196. 00 119, 887. 89
Navy, De t of: 3
Wﬂ., .................. D e L A iR ee-e..| D321,863,512.16 | 204, 456,528.00 | —27,406,984. 16
Increased com LT Ty P A S s S i e 537, 120. 00 510, 672.00 | —26, 448. 00
Permanent and indefinite......... S e T oy 3,433, 672. 00 2,130, 050. 00 —1, 303, 622. 00
T e e B g e O R M i e 325,834,304.16 |  297,007,250.00 | —28,737, 054. 16
@ Includes $16,000,000 on account of the change from quarterly to n:w_uthl});r payments ofOFensione.
b Includes $20,950,000 for scrapping of naval vessels in conformity with the provisions of the treaty limiting naval armament and also

includes $6,500,000 for increasing the range of the turret guns of certain battleships.
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Tanre IL—Comparizon of appropriations by departments and establishments, fiscal years 1923 and 192} —Continned.

e vl | Decrease () or
Appropriations, Appropriations, | increase (+) 1924
fiscal year 1923. | fiscal year 1924 compared with

1923.

Post Office Department: *
Payable from the postal revenues—
Regularwnmnd] (0 0 JRTE0 D G i e St e S e AT Ve
Increased compensation
Payable irom other Federal revenues—
Increased compensation

State Department:
Regular annual
Increased com
Permanent an

sation

Treasury Department:
Regular annual . . ... s M T e e R T S e ot S AT P
Increased compensation
Permanent and indefinite—
Interest o piblicdelt. . S i s s e s e e e M s w4 e
Public debtredemplrion funda, « . uius v ssiwsvs as ivits e st anme v shne
All other

War Dej ent:
Milttary—
Regular annual
Permanent and indefinite

e L e e
Nonmilitary—
R OpIAT AHNTRY 0055 o st ot s i dab e s g e e
Permanent and indefinite

Total, nonmilitary.......c.ciiiiiaavess A P b e e

Total. War Department—
Rrniar Annugl o oy el L e sl X o e
Increased compensation.
Permanent and indefinite

District of Columbia:
Regular annual
Iner mpensation
Permanent and i

Miscellaneous (unclassified)............... it ke s e s e

Grand total:
Regular annual........ S R A R R S
Increased com
Permanent an

Grand total
Less sum payable from poetal revenues

Total, exclusive of sum payable from postal revenues.......... -

$573,079, 833. 21 | $584,872,991.50 | --$11,793, 158. 20
352, 800. 00 337, 248, 00 —15, 552. 00
._ 12, 000, 00 11, 520. 00 —480. 00
| 573,444,633.21 | 585,221,759.50 | 411,777, 126.29
[ 10,875,710.95 15, 066, 665. 50 14,190, 954. 55
! 144, 000. 00 134, 000. 00 — 10, 000, 00
| 106, 000. 00 10600000 |..._ ...
’l 11,125,710.95 [ 15,306, 665.50 | 44,180,951, 55
| 119,929, 941.65 | 115,410,510, 37 —4,519,431. 28
| 10,724, 32600 10, 749, 292, 00 24, 966, 00

]
@1,100,000,000.00 | 950,000,000.00 | — 150,000, 000, 00
| 330,088, 800.00 |  345,097.000.00 | +15, 008, 200. 00
L 31,058 110.63 | 31055, 093, 41 23017, 22
1,591,801, 178. 28 | 1,452, 811,895, 78 | — 139, 489, 282, 50

|
| 262,088,388.52 | 251,250,231.00 | —10,838, 157, 52
71250, 000,00 900, 000. 00 =350, 000, 00
263,338, 388,52 | 252,150,231.00 | —11, 188 157, 52
| 69,824,523.00 | 85,006,973.00 | 15,272, 45000
| 6,521,300.00 5, 843, 321 00 —677,979. 00
| 76,345,823.00 | 90,940,204.00 | 414,504,471 00
" e
| 331,912,911.52 | 336, 347, 204. 00 44,434, 292, 48
| 78831, 958, 00 6,102, 057. 00 — 2,729, 901. 00
| 7,771, 300.00 6, 743, 321. 00 —1, 027,979, 00
348,516, 169.52 | 349, 192, 582. 00 676, 412 48
23, 365, 684. 47 22, 778, 915, 00 — 586, 769, 47
1,697, 441. 00 1, 795, 067. 00 197, 62600
1, 624, 600, 00 1, 512, 843. 00 — 11,757, 00
| 26,687,725.47 26, 086, 825. 00 — 600, 900, 47
i ey I A A VRE B O — 228 705,01
2,381,763, 418.18 | 2,287, 211,166.97 |  —04, 552, 251. 21
38735, 173,00 | ' 35,811,892, 00 —2. 023, 280, 00
1,519, 852, 282, 63 | 1,383, 754, 103, 15 |. —136, 098, 179, 4%
208 FOR B o ~ 298’ 703 01
3,940,579, 667. 72 | 3,706,777,163.12 | —233, 802, 504, 60
573,432, 633.21 | 585,210,239 50 | 11,777 606, 20
3,367, 147, 084. 51 | 8,121, 566, 928. 62 | —245, 580, 110, 89

@ [ncludes $125,000,000 for discount accruals on war savings securities due Jan. 1, 1923,

Marcn 14, 1923,
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acts, special acts, and amounts estima

Tasre IL—Comparison of Budget estimales and appropriations, fiscal yenr 192),
[The appropriations for 1924 inclnde amounts carried for fiscal year 1924 in regular annual appropriation acts, deficiency appropriation

ted under permanent and indefinite appropriations.]

Supplemental Apgmpriat‘iom, Increase ()
Budget esti- Budget esti- Total Budget 1924, regular or decrease (—)
Department or establishment. mates submitted | mates submitted | estimates, fiscal annual and appropriations
Dec. 4, 1922. Dec. 4, 1922, to year 1924, permanent and compared with
Mar. 4, 1923. indefinite. estimates.
Legislative branch:
Regularannual. . ................ $12, 708, 856. 60 $960, 655. 00 $13, 667, 511. 60 §12, 715, 971 60/ —$951, 540. 00
Increased compensation. . ...eve.- 1AL, 258 000 Lot aaai, cilivenales 1, 711, 256, 00 1, 705, 140. 00 —6,116. 00
Permanent and indefinite......... L R T e e e 800. 00 0000 s S B
Polal ol da o aby st 121 14, 418, 912. 60 960, 655. 00 15,379, 567. 60 | 14,421,911 60 —957, 656. 00
Executive office and independent
offices:
Regular annual—

Shipping Board....cocoeeaeaes|  50,411,500.00 [.ioeiniineiannan.. 50,411,500.00 |  50,411,500.00 |..................

Veterans’ Bureau............. 440,313,000 00 | comueianinennnnn. 440,313,000.00 | 428, 160,773.00 | —12,152, 227. 00

Executive and other inde-

pendent offices. . .. ........ 17, 616, 513. 00 58, 350. 00 17, 674, 863. 00 18, 062, 098. 00 4387, 235. 00

Increased COMPENSALION. - ... .|<zeuneeeneronennen 4,911, 912 00 4 911, 912. 00 4,916, 192. 00 4, 280. 00

£ e Ll SO Ty AT S 508, 341, 013. 00 4,970, 262. 00 513, 311, 275. 00 501, 550, 563. 00 —11, 760, 712. 00
Permanent and indefinite......... e e Ly T e (s T, 6,511, 495. 74 G oL BN T UL (e e
4y e DR LU S PLE L I s e O 514, 852, 508. 74 4,970, 262. 00 519, 822, 770. 74 B08, 062, 068. 74 —11, 760, 712. 00
Agricultural Department:
i Regular annual—

Department proper. .. .......|  36,031,613.00 |.................. 38,031, 613. 00 37,236, 653. 00 +1, 205, 040. 00

Increased COMPENSAtiON . . ... -|.o oo oeeareens 3, 341, 800. 00 3, 341, 800. 00 3, 304, 800. 00 —37, 000. 00

Roads, construction of........ 33, 000,000.00 |.......... et 33, 000,000 00 | 32,300, 000. 00 —700, 000, 00
Permanent and indefinite......... 12220000, 00! |=-2acasaainsiiing 12, 220, 000. 00 32,220, 0000071 s rea s T R

TAARLILL =, S $450 b as oot | 81,251,613 00 3,341,800, 00 |  84,503,413.00 | 85,061, 453.00 468, 040. 00
Commerce, Department of:

Regularannual. . ............ 19, 712, 535, 00 7.500. 00 19, 720, 035. 00 19,377, 045. 00 —342, 990. 00
Increased compensation. . ........foceceieeaaaaaan 1, 958, 956. 00 1, 958, 956. 00 1,958,956.00 |..... PO T
Permanent and indefinite......... B 00000 b s 3, 000. 00 300000 § .. il anid ]

PTotal- v oninh WILHIS S5 e 19, 715, 535. 00 1,966,456, 00 | 21, 681,991. 00 21, 339, 001. 00 —342, 990. 00
Interior, Department of:
Regular annual—

POBRIONR, - siod e fas g 255, 082, 060. 00 |-...... D ] 255,082, 060. 00 | 254, 774, 660. 00 —307, 400. 00

Interior Department proper. .. 40,276,192.00 |.....-.. MRS a 40, 276, 192. 00 39, 900. 040. 00 —376,152. 00
Increased compensation .. ........ oo ceileinaiaenan 2, 918, 309. 00 2. 918, 309. 00 2, 845, 309. 00 —73, 000. 00
Permanent and indefinite......... 28,349,500.00 |. . ..ol 28, 349, 500. 00 pe BT T O e S S R S

Pl s R g v ¥ Sy 393, 707, 752. 00 2,018,309 00 | 326, 626,061. 00 | 325, 869, 509. 00 —756, 552. 00
Justice, Department of, and judiciary:
Regularannual. .. ... ... ... 18, 751, 056. 00 600. 00 18, 751, 656. 00 18. 421, 056. 00 830. 600. 00
Incrcased compensation. ... bl i R 827, 000. 00 , 000.00 875, 000. 00 +-48, 000. 00
2 e S R e SO e g A 18, 751, 056. 00 827, 600.00 19, 578, 656. 00 19, 296. 056. 00 —282. 600.00
Labor, Department of: =
Regularannual. ... ..... LRGGIA 6. X8 BB6O0 oo i miaas 6, 178, 556. 00 6, 918, 656. 00 --740, 000. 00
Increased compensation. ....oeeee oo iaieacinanns b66, 640. 00 566, 640. 00 D00 04000 | s S T e
Permanent and indefinite _. ... .. SBI000: D0 |- e s 25, 000. 00 2000000 45 Sl L AT
T e s T B R & 6 203, 556.00 566, 640, 00 6, 770, 196. 00 7, 510, 196. 00 4740, 000. 00
Navy, Department of:
Regitdarannasll oot trs R BT 00 e e e s es 204, 803, 975. 00 204, 456, 528. 00 —347, 447. 00
Increased compensation. . ) 510, 672. 00 510, 672. 00 510, 672000 | c e e AR
Permanent and indefinite. . ......]  2130,050.00 |.ccueececionncians 2, 130, 050. 00 SLES0.080- 00 L2 s s e Rl
gy i e s e e A e 510, 672. 00 297, 444, 697.00 297, 097, 250. 00 —347, 447.00

@ This sum is $7.500,000 more than the amount stated in the Budget.

The difference arises under the Reclamation Service.

The

Budget does not include in the 1924 totals the amount for that service estimated to be funded from repayments to the reclamation fund

(%7,

500,000).

As previous estimates and appropriations are computed on the basis of including such funding from repayments. it is confusing

not to add that sum to the total for 1924, otherwise the Reclamation Service will show apparent reductions for 1924 under 1923 and prior
years that are not actual.
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Marci 4,

TasrLe IL.—Comparison of Budget estimates and appropriations, fiscal year 192j—Continued.

Supplemental Ap&:mprmtmns Increase ()
Budget esti- Budget esti- | Total Budget regulnr or decrease (—)
Department or establishment. mates submitted | mates submitted | estimates, fiscal annual and appropriations
: Dec. 4, 1922. Dec. 4, 1922, to year 1924, permanent and compared with
Mar, 4, 1923. indefinite. estimates.
Poat Oflice Department:
Payable from postal revenues—
Reguhrannual.....--....... $500, 166, I0L B0 |, oL cmainiaiinnine $590, 166, 191. 50 | $584, 872, 991. 50 —$5, 203, 200, 00
Increased compensation. . ... eeeececeaiaanaa... $357, 248, 00 337, 248. 00 QT 2A8 00 s e e e
Payable from other Federal

revenues— /

Increased compensation. . ....|[.coecenernnneannn. 11, 520. 00 11, 520. 00 11, 520.00 |...... Moo Te 1L il
s S B e e 590, 166, 191. 50 348, 768. 00 590, 514, 959. 50 585, 221, 759. 50 —b, 293, 200, 00

State Department: = hv
Regularannual. . ....cocvvianaans 14, 952, 237, 79 231, 800, 00 15, 184, 037. 79 15, 066, (65, 50 —~117, 372. 29
Increased compensation. . veeueenofeceveeuieieenns.. 134, 000. 00 134, 000. 00 334000000 iz s dlhaiasig
Permanent and indefinite......... 00000 00 k- s oo ns el 106, 000. 00 108 000500 | s 2vc oo it i ss
d [ e D R R R SRSl 15, 058, 237. 79 365, 800. 00 15, 424, 037. 79 15, 3086, 665. 60 —117, 372. 20

Trea‘m') Department: _

Regular annual. . ...... L eI 1 B B33 IO 8T I sl e dinil . 117, 833, 768, 87 115, 410, 510. 37 —2, 423, 258. 50
Increased compensation. . ..cveus|oeenaaann.. =i 10, 789, 292, 00 10, 789, 292. 00 10, 749, 292, 00 —40, 000. 00
Permanent and indefinite—

Interest on public debt.......| 950,000,000.00 |..........cceua..| 950,000, 000. 00 950, 000,000,000 |....coveneeanns
Public debt redemption
1117 [ PR e SO RS A 345,007, 000. 00 |- -.oviesaesossvas 345, 097, 000. 00 345,007,000.00 |....coceiieannnans
All other. - -ooonvnn. S eedeaeys 31,055,003. 41 [...ccneenaannn. 31, 055, 093. 41 31,066, 083 d1° | < o S Ltk
Total. . .. ccussncusennasss| 1,443, 985, 862. 28 10, 789, 292. 00 | 1,454, 775, 154. 28 | 1, 452, 311, 895, 78 —2, 463, 258, 50
War Department:
Military—
Regular annual............... 263.384 200.00 [oevrrerneaaeaannns| 263,384,200.00 | 251,250,231.00 | —12,133,969.00
Permanent ancl indefinite... .. BO0J000 0010\ = G Fowie i 000, 000. 00 D00 00000l o ey ey
Total, militAry..coveeeeeenes] 2064,284.200.00 |..vcenenenennnnn. 264, 284, 200. 00 252, 150, 231. 00 —12, 133, 969. 00
Nonmilitary —
Regular annual.......... 50, 389, TY0- 28 1. D dvatacaiisian b6, 389, 779, 28 a 85, 096, 973. 00 +4-28, 707, 193. 72
Permanent a.nd indefinite..... b, 843,821.00 |...oooiinennn. SiAs 5, 843, 321.00 5,843,321.00 |....... e e
Total, nonmilitary......... 62,233,100.28 |......... e R 62, 233, 100. 28 | 00, 940, 204. 00 428, 707, 193. 72
Total, War Department—
Regular annual......... 819,778,070, 881 .. 0. carnstinn anms 819,773,979.28 |  836,347,204,00 | 416,573,224.72
Increased compensation| .., ..ccvueiuannnns 8, 599, 437.00 8, 599, 437.00 6, 102, 057.00 —2, 497, 380.00
Permanent and indefi-
13| AR RS S S 6, 743, 32100 | = i 6, 743, 321. 00 6,743, 321.00 |..... e e
Total:sscate cee..|  326,517,300.28 8,509,437.00 | 335,116,737.28 | 349,192,582.00 | 414,075, 844.72
District of Columbia:
Regular annual . ..........ocoonnnns 23, 531, 130. 00 20, 000. 00 23, 551, 130. 00 22, 778, 915. 00 —772, 215. 00
Increased COMPENSALION. ..ocve e ueslssmeneeeeaneenns 1, 810, 067. 00 1,810, 067, 00 1, 795, 067. 00 —15, 000. 00
Permanent and indefinite......... A2 BN 00 1 T T s 1, 512, 843, 00 1,512,843.00 |....- AP

AN D e S i 25, 043, 973. 00 1, 830, 067. 00 26, 874, 040. 00 26, 086, 825. 00 — 1787, 215. 00

Grand total: :

Regular annual..............| 2,291, 141, 164. 04 1, 278, 905. 00 | 2, 292, 420, 0G9. 04 | 2, 287, 211, 166. 97 —b, 208, 902. 07
Permanent and indefinite...| 1,3%3,754,103. 15 |......coouenann... 1,983, 754- 1031511, 888,704 20515 |- ciirsnenprn v
Increased compensation.... . 1, 711, 256. 00 36, 716, 853. 00 38, 428, 109. 00 35, 811, 893. 00 —2, 616, 216, 00
Grand total............ 3, 676, 606, 523. 19 37,995,758. 00 | 3,714, 602,281.19 | 3,706,777, 163, 12 —17,825,118. 07
Less Post Office lpayable from postal

TOVENUGE) .. suanssnsiananssnn SR 590, 166, 191. 50 337,248.00 | 590,503,439, 50 { 585, 210, 239. 50 — 5, 203, 200. 00

Total, exclusive of Post N :
gl ot L e 3, 086, 440, 331. 69 37, 658, 510. 00 | 3,124, 098, 841, 69 | 3,121, 566, 923, 62 —2, 531, 918. 07

a Includes $28,964,150 in excess of the Budget estimates for rivers and harbors,

Marom 14, 1923,
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Taunce I1L—Comparison of Budget estimates and appropriations, deficiency and supplemental, fiscal year 1923 and prior fiseal
years.

[Amounts considered and appropriated in deficiency appropriation acts approved Sept. 22, 1922, Jan. 22, 1923, and Mar, 4, 1923.]

Budget estimates, | Deficiency and sup- | Increase (4) or
; fiscal year 1923 plemental appro- decrease (—), ap-
Department or establishment. and prior fiscal riations made propriations com-
, submitted July 9, 1922, pared with esti-

m July 9, 1922, to Mar. 4, 1923 mates.

to Mar. 4, 1023.
970 T SR TN L o R ST $341, 572. 72 $360, 516. 32 +$18, 943. 60
Executive and Independent Oﬁicea St B N S ) 14, 954, 819. 65 14, 992, 437. 65 +37, 618. 00
Agriculture............... 25, 652, 608. 06 25, 697, 608. 06 — 55, 000. 00
CoOmmerce. ......caaeneenn 774,528. T4 768,903, 74 =5, 625. 00
Intenar: e s sassaaies 17,794, 334. 59 17, 632, 805, 84 —161, 528. 75
T T o e U B S S R e e T R RIS v i e e 4, 804, 332. 57 4, 541, 408, 04 —262, 924. 53
8, 761. 44 7,601. 86 —1,159. 58
28,181, 476. 71 v by e TR T S e s
14,102 113. 58 12, 108]013. 58 —1,994, 100. 00
429, 351. 34 589, 361. 03 -+160, 009. 69
122, 683, 887. 04 122, 338, 382. 09 —345, 504. 95
6,073, 895. 40 5, 834, 700. 23 —239, 195,17
609, 484. 75 539 311. 22 —70 173.51
236,411, 166. 57 233, 492, 526. 37 —2,918, 640. 20
Marcu 14, 1923,
Tasre IV.—Recapitulation of comparisons of Budget estimates and appropriations.

Net reduction in Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1924 .. ... ... .iic..olh S e T R e T 37 825, 118. 07
Reduction in Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1923 and prior fiscal years........cvmieiiiiiiirnnncieiiniiaeianes 2, 918 640, 20
T T BT LT S e L e S i B e N DA AR A G e 10, 743, 758. 27

Mamcu 14, 1923,

Tanee V.—Chronological history of regular annual and deficiency appropriation bills, Sizty-seventh Congress, secomd session

(July 9 to Sept, 22, 1922), third session (Nov. 20 to Dec. j, 1922), and fourth session (Dec. }, 1922, to Mar.

4, 1923).

Reported to the House. Passed the House. Reported to the Senate, Passed the Senata. Law. i
Title of the acts. -
Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amonnti. Date Amount.
REGULAR ANNUAL BILLS.
1922, 1923. 1923, 1923. 1923.
Agricultural Department..| Dec. 18 $6%,781,553.00 | Jan. 2 $50, 068,053.00 | Jan. 6 $72,901,633.00 | Jan. 13 $73,741,653,00 | Feb, 26 $69, 336, 653, 00
Commerce and Labor De- 1622, 1922. 1922,
............... Deo. 11 23,779,101 00 | Dec. 13 26,079,101.00 | Dec. 14 25,079,601.00 | Dec, 15 26,346,10L.00 | Jan. & 26, 295, 601. 00
1923. 1925, 1923. 1923.
District of Columbla....... Jan, 4 22,624,5805.00 | Jan. 8 22,078, 607,00 | Jan. 20 22,244,485.00 | Jan. 25 24,469, 985,00 | Feb. 28 | 22,778, 915. 00
Independent offices. .. ..... Jan. 6| 496,235 77000 | Jan. 12| 496,235,771.00 | Jan. 16| 497,711,371.00 | Jan. 22 408,333, 536,00 | Feb. 13 | 406,634, 37100
1022, |
Interior Department.......| Dec. 22 204, 264,700.00 | Jan. 3 204, 346,400.00 | Jan. 5 204,709,400.00 | Jan. & 204,757,400.00 | Jan, 24 204, 674, 700. 00
1923. '
Legislative establishment..| Jan. 19 12,603,376.60 | Jan. 22 12,601,326.60 | Jan, 25 12,703,931.60 | Jan. 25 12,706,071, 60 | Feb. 20 12, 706, 071. 60
1022, 1922 1922, 1922,
Navy Department.........| Dec. 13 203,800, 538,00 | Dec. 18 | 293, 506, 538. 00 | Dec. 21 205,604,378, 00 | Dec. 30 | 205, 604,378,00 | Jan. 22 | 204,436, 525.00
1923, 1923, 1923,
Post Office Department...| Dec. 28| 584,614,101, 50 | Jan. 3 584,614,191, 50 | Jan. 11 583, 064,101, 50 | Jan. 13 385,222 991. 50 | Feb. 14 584,872, 091. 30
Btate and Justice Depart- 1922, 1922, 1922,
................... Dec, 7 33,188,151 50 | Dec, 13 43, 155,061, 50 | Dec. 13 | 33,471,008.00 | Dee. 14 33,488,708,00 | Jan. 3 33,250, 421. 50
Treasury Department.....| Dec. 6 115,119,810.37 | Dec. 9 lla, 112,310.3?' Dec. 12 ] lla 533, 410.37 | Dec. 12 115, 538, 190. 37 |...do..... ]I5 .!&i 510,37
19% 1 1923 | 1923.
War Department..........| Jan. 12 | 314,064,204.00 | Jan. 19 | 333,854,204.00 | Jan. 20 | 340,341,396.28 | Feb, 90| 340, 443,806.28 | Mar. 2| 336,347,204.00
Total, regniar annual l ] |
DR S e i s 12,261, 082, 38L.97 |.eeavonnes 2,280, 781, 553,97 {.ieewearsn | 2,206,264, 825.75 |......0nsa 2,300,652, 930, 75 {......a.0.| 2,286,059, 966, 97
DEFICIENCY BILLS.
1922 1922, 1922, 1922, 1922,
Perat] 1o A Ll U e ) Sept. 18 500,688, 08 | Rept. 19 560,688, 08 | Sept. 21 2,346, 642. 15 | Sept. 22 2,831,742.15 | Sept. 22 2,454, 210.09
1923, ° 1923, 1923, 1923.
Becond, 1983, ... .civaveaeas Dee. 30 74,645,674.06 | Jan, 4 74,690,174.06 | Jan. 6 74,925,000.14 | Jan. 8 75,025,201, 31 | Jan. 22 74,925, 774. 14
1923,
Third, 1985......cnviiacinn Feb. 221 153, 804,5843.68 | Feb. 28 154,582, 240.35 | Feb. 28 136,780, 772.45 | Mar. 1 156,535,086, 46 | Mar. 4 156,359,742, 14
Total,deficiency bills |.......... [ 229,011,205.92 |...ocueuee 220,833,102.40 |...voeenf 254,002, 428.74 fouieananes 234,002,020 02 |- counees 233,739, 725. 37
otaln?gu.!arandd& |
ﬂclﬁnc 711 TR ...l ', 400,003,587.79 |..oenenen- 2,510,614,656.46 |.....0cuue 2,530,317,240, 49 |..........| 2,585,344,060.67 |..... eeess] 2,520,679,603. 34

MaRcH 14, 1923,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mosgs in the chair). The
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New
Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr, President, we now have just eight min-
utes, according to the clock. T hope there is no Member of this
body with soul so dead, and who Is possessed of such a cruel
heart, that he will be willing to engage in a filibuster for the
remaining eight minutes in order to prevent the veterans of the
Civil War and their widows from obtaining the relief which
would be accorded them under this bill.

Mr, OVERMAN, Mr. President, I am glad the distingunished
and able Senator from Wyoming admits that the figures I have
put in the Recorp are correct. I ask each Senator to examine
those figures, which he will find in the Recorp, giving the fig-
nres which have been certified as correct. I want to say that
the clerks did not prepare them; I prepared them myself and
sent them to the clerks to verify, and they have been verified.
They extend back to three years before the war and three years
gince the war, and, deducting all those appropriations which
have grown out of the war, this Congress has spent $512,000,000
more than we spent in 1915,

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Wyoming? :

Mr, OVERMAN. 1 yield.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator did not state, and, of course,
it was not his purpose to state, the fact that the income has also
increased. For instance, the Senator has referred to the ex-
penditure of $600,000,000 for the Post Office Department, or such
a matter, but the income and the earnings of this department
have very largely increased. Again, in the matter of internal-
revenue taxation, these deficiency appropriation bills have con-
tained between $150,000,000 and $200,000,000 in repayments, or
to provide for future repayments, of illegally collected taxes,
In the meantime we have been collecting more than a billion
dollars of taxes that were uncollected in former years. So that
the income is keeping pace with and is really a great deal more
than the outgo.

Mr., OVERMAN, Mr. President, the figures and facts as cer-
tified to me by the Bureau of Efficiency, a Republican bureau,
show that the expenses for this year exceeded the expenses of
1915 by more than a billion dollars, but in fairness I have de-
ducted all those appropriations growing out of the war, still
leaving an excess of appropriations of $512,000,000.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I am told that the objec-
tions which were made to certain Senate resolutions on yester-
day will be withdrawn, Therefore I ask unanimous consent for
the consideration of Senate Resolution 427——

Mr. BURSUM. I eall for the regular order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the motion to
take up House bill 13980.

Mr. McCUMBER. Also Senate Resolution 437, providing
for assistant clerks to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate and the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. McKELLAR. I was one of those who objected, and I
withdraw the objection, and hope the resolution will pass.

Mr. BURSUM. I call for the regular order. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro-
lina has not in his figures made note of the fact that since 1915
we appropriate each year over $500,000,000 for the wounded
and disabled veterans of the World War. That does not appear
in the figures, so that the people of the country could know it.
I may add, Mr. President——

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator is wrong, as he usually is
when he talks about figures. I did deduct $500,000,000. The
Benator is a great juggler with figures. [Laughter.] I take
that back. All I ask the Senator to do is to take these figures,
and take a speech I made a few years ago, in which I did de-
duet all the war-veteran appropriations, and the Senator will
agree with me that every figure I have given is accurate, be-
cause the clerks of the committee and the Bureau of Efficiency
have certified that they are aceurate.

Mr. SMOOT. All I can say is this——

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the Senator from
¥ield to me?

Mr. SMOOT. He has yielded the floor.

Mr. CARAWAY. I just want one minute,

Mr. SMOOT. 1 yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. I just want to say to my Democratic
colleagues to remember what Schley said at Santiago. When
the Spanish fleet was being sunk, he asked the sailors not to
cheer. He said, “ The poor boys are dying.” I hope Senators
on this side will not taunt the Republicans,

North Carolina

Mr, SMOOT. I expected just such a statement from the
Senator.

I want to say to the Senator from Norih Carolina that the
Senator from Utah may be a juggler with figures, as he inti-
mated, but I never state a figure to this body that I am not
able to prove. I will say that to the Senator, whether I juggle
them or whether I do not.

I want to say to the Senator further that he should take
into consideration the $25,000,000 we paid to Colombia, the
pork barrel bill for rivers and harbors of over $65,000,000, and
many other items too numerous to mention in time remain-
ing in this session of Congress. In 1915 we did not have to
appropriate anything for the payment to the veterans of a
World War, to the disabled and wounded——

Mr, BURSUM. Mr, President, will the Senator permit a
vote on the pension bill?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I will permit a vote.

Mr. DIAL. We can not get a vote now,
tion of having a vote.

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.

i\gr. LODGE and Mr, ROBINSON appeared, and Mr. LODGE
said:

Mr, President, the committee appointed by the Senate to
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him
that the Senate had completed its business, and ask if he had
any further communications to make, have fulfilled that duty,
and the President informs us that he has no further com-
munications to make to the Senate.

BTATE BANKS, ETC.,, MEMBERSHIP IN FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 506 of the agricultural credits act of 1923, the Chair ap-
points Mr. McLean, Mr. WELLER, and Mr. Grass members on
the part of the Senate of the joint committee to investigate the
question of securing larger membership of State banks and trust
companies in the Federal reserve system.

TRIBUTE TO DEAN OF CORPS OF OFFICIAL REPORTERS.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there are many faithful
employees of the Senate who have rendered splendid service
during this Congress, but there is one who is oufstanding in
that service. This Is the fwenty-eighth Congress he has seen
expire. He came here in 1868, and is still fresh and active.
He is the dean of the Official Reporters, and I am sure we all
wish our friend, Mr. Shuey, well. [Applause.]

SENATOR JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS,

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is an article in the Bal-
timore Sun of Sunday morning in regard to Senator Joux
SHArP Wirriams, which I ask to have printed in the Recorp
in 8-point type. It was written by Mr, Theodore Tiller, one of
the ablest correspondents in Washington; and I also ask to
have printed in the Recorp an article from the Memphis Com-
mercial Appeal, written by Mr. R. M. Gates, to be printed in
8-point type.

There being no objection, the articles were ordered to bhe
printed in the Recomp in 8-point type, as follows:

No Morg BorepoM 18 SENATE FOR JORN SHARP WILLIAMS—VETERAN
MIssISSIPPIAN SLIPS QUIBTLY OuT oF WASHINGTON TO0 AVOID
ELABoRATE CEREMONIES OF FAREWELL,

(By Theodore Tiller.)

WasaixeToN, March 8.—The manner of the exit of JomN
SHarp Wintrams from Washington and publie service was
typical of the whimsicality and modesty of the man. Only a
few of his intimates knew until to-day that he had not awalred
the fall of the gavels bringing the Sixty-seventh Congress to a
close. Now the story may be told—all the way from that
quiet little dinner at the home of Philip Roche to a scene at the
Union Station as Senator WiLniams slipped out of Washington
last Wednesday afternoon.

He heard that they might give him a farewell speech or so
in the Senate. He wanted no such display, He heard also
that the back-home folks, around Yazoo City, Miss,, and a town
or so en route, wanted to stage a home-coming celebration in
his honor. And then he decided that he would slip quietly
out of Washington and quietly into Yazoo City, no one knowing
the exact time of his departure or arrival

XO CEREMONY OF FAREWELL,

There were just a few who knew that he intended to go four
days before the end of the session. One of them was Philip
Roche, a doorkeeper at the Senate Chamber. Philip Roche was
there when the train pulled out of Washington. The tears ran
down his face as he said good-by to JouN SHARP WILLIAMS,
whom he almost worships. His voice was thick with emotion
and sighs came from the broad bosom of a bulky, gray-headed
man, whose shoulders stooped a bit more as his friend left,

I vield now,.
We have no inien-
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Philip Roche is an Irishman, born in county Tipperary, who
eame to this eountry fifty-odd years ago. For 30 years he has
known and loved Joax SHire WiLniaus; but even before that
time there had been a faint family association, for Roche's
brother-in-law fought for the Stars and Bars alongside Senator
Wititame's father, who was killed at Shiloh. Most of Roche's
relatives were in the Confederate Army. So were most of
WILLIAMS'S,

In the old days Philip Roche owned a saloon on Newspaper
Row in Washington. It was a cozy place, to which came poli-
ticians, writers, and others. Senator WiLLiasms dropped in
there at times for a toddy, and Philip Roche served the best
thing in the house when his favorite statesmen came in. After
prohibition Roche became a Senate doorkeeper in his old age.

ONLY ONE DIXNER AT PARTING.

During the last month of Senator WILLIAMS'S service of
nearly 30 years in Congress he received dozens of fnvitations to
attend banqueis, State functions, formal affairs in Washington.
He declined them all. The day before lhe was to go Philip
Roche asked Senator WiLLiams fo come to his home and break
bread with him before he quit Washington. That was one invi-
tation Joux SHare WILLIAMS instantly accepted.

They went to the modest home of Phillp Roche. Others who
gathered there for this remarkable dinner included former Sen-
ator Mark Smith, & crony of Wirriaums, Senator Par HARRISON,
Joseph P. Tumulty, and a few more. Roche, with all the hospi-
tality of his nature, waited on the table a part of the time and
then sat down and ate with his gnests. Then they sat around
and told stories and reminisced, Joux SHArP Winniams and
Mark Smith doing most of the talking and going back into mem-
ory for wonderful experiences of other days,

That wag JoAx SHare Witnrams's farewell dinner in Wash-
ington. It was without formality or speeches. But =entiment
and old friendships were there, and that is why Wirnniaxs went.
This brings us to something he said about sentiment nof long

ago.
SENTIMENT ALONE ENDUEES,

“A few days ago,” said Wittiams, a man to whom the Senate
always gave attention, “ we heard a Senator refer to sentiment
contemptuously. There is no peetry in the soul of a man who
can refer fo sentiment contemptuously, To say that a man is
sentimental 18 to pay him the highest compliment that one man
can pay to another, or that a pure woman can pay a hrave man.
The only thing that is not rotten and ean not rot is human senti-
ment.

“ 1 pelong to a hreed of men who for 400 yvears have been
dying on the wrong side. Some of them fought like fools for the
Stuarts In England. Some of them died under Tyrone's Roman
Catholie Insurrection in Treland. Some of them followed the
Stars and Bars until they fell in gloom, though not in disgrace,
at Appomattox,

“We do not recognize that sentiment is to he referred to
contemptuounsly. If it were so to be referred to, the man who
died for the Stuarts was simply an infernal fool, and the man
who followed Robert E. Lee to Appomatox did not have mueh
sense, But, all the same, he had heroism, he had courage, and
he had eommunion wlth the immortal gods. because they were
in his heart, and the very spirit of Jesus Christ was before
him—because Jesus fought for the greatest lost cause the
world has ever known. I have no sentiment to waste on the
man who refers to sentiment contemptuously.

LAST TRIBUTE TO BLACK MAMMY.

The last resolution Senator JoHN SHARP WirLiayms sasked the
Senate to consider was one authorizing the erection on public
grounds of the United States, In Washington, of * a monument
in memory of the faithful colored mammies of the South.” The
Senate adopted It unanimously. Jefferson Davis Chapter, No.
60, United Daughters of the Confederacy, will ereet this monu-
ment to the old sonthern * mammy.”

Senator Witriams typified the old South, but not the * pro-
fessional southerner.” His drawl was inimitable. 8o pleasing
was it that it might have lulled one to sleep—except fhat no
one ever slept while Jorx SmHare Wrtniams spoke. He had
all the weapons of oratory from satire and sarcasm to eulogies
of the purest English, KEducated both in this country and
abroad, he was one of the few real scholars who have made
Senate debates historie.

He was genuinely southern and pastoral in his tastes, too.
When he said good-by to the Mississippi Valley Society of
Washington a few nights ago he gpoke to folks from back home,
and In his gquaint way =said, in substance:

HIS ART OF GROWING OLD,

“ 1 am going back to Yazoo City and my old home on a rural
free-delivery route. 1 want to get up again each mornlng as
I hear the roosters crow, [ want to pick flowers while the dew

is stlll on them. Then, I want to come back and have my
coffea and breakfast. Later on, if T am so forfunate as fo
have any left in these days, I want to stir myself a toddy
whenever I feel that I would like one.

“Through the middle of the day I will read books, putter
around the place, and talk to my neighbors. At noon 1 will
leisurely eat my dinner.

“After dinner 1 will read some more, and then late in the
evening 1 will eat supper—and notlce that T eall it supper,
this last meal of the day. That's what we eall it in Missis-
sippi.

“And as night and the time for bed approaches, T will listen
to the greatest chorus of voices that man ever heard, music
that will charm me and make me ready for repose—the voices
of my mocking birds.”

Going on, Senator WirLiaums said he wanted fto live that way
until he died and then be carried out of the house by his
neighbors and buried among his people.

PAUTING SHOT AT THE SENATH.

Quickly shifting from sentiment to cynlelsm, he added:

“ Now, some may say that that is not & very wonderful thing
to do—all this I've mapped out for my future days—but it is
# lot more honest than belng a Senator.”

Months ago Senator WiLniams told his colleague, Senator
Par Hanunrson, that he was tired of the Senate and public life
and would not seek reelection (which no doubt he could have
had without opposition).

“I'd rather be a dog and bay the moon than stay in the
Senate another six years,” he said. * I'm tired of it all, and
going home to rest.” A

NDO DESIRE FOR MONREY, EITHER.

This spirit of abandon and desire for repose was exemplified
during the past few weeks, when he received numerous offers
fo go on the lecture platform, to write books, to write weekly
comment for newspapers, and what not. One syndicate offered
Senator Winniaas $30,000 a year to write a story each week
about current events or any other topic selected by him. A
young fellow ecame down to persuade Senator WILLIAMS fo
sign the contract. With that enticing drawl in his voice Sen-
ator Wirrrams finally said:

“ No, young man, I want to rest, not to write. I wouldn't be
tied down to do anything once a week for anybody or for
£30,000, You might take it up with me three or four months
from now, when I am rested up a bit, and maybe I'll write a
story or two, but I don’t think I will.”

In Renate debate no Senator could draw a smile or a laugh
from the galleries more quickly than Joux SHarP WILLIAMS.
When he arose everyone knew that he would lend a sparkle to
the proceedings; that the shafis of his wit would hit somewhere
in the Chamber. Here is a sample extract from his last speech
in the Senate, wherein he discussed everything from the ship
subsidy bill to the Louisiana and Florida purchase:

PERSUASIVE WAYS OF JACKSON,

“We not only rather coerced the Florida purchase,” he sald,
whimsically, “but old *Andy’ Jackson went down there and
Invaded the territory, fought everything in sight, hung three
British =ubjects, and then afterwards got so mad because the
Secretary of State questioned his right to invade foreign territory
and hang three British subjects—somebody having censured
him for it—ihat he and Thomas H. Benton spent nearly the
balance of their official lives trying to get the censure removed.
And finally they did get 1t removed, so that the Journal of this
most august body to-day stands with various lines run through
it and others rubbed out.”

“1 hesitate to question the historical aceuracy of a great
scholar like the Senator from Mississippi,” interrupted. Senator
StaNLeEy, “but I think he has given Andy credit for one too
many—It was two instead of three British smbjects that he
hung.”

“ Perhaps so,” said WriLriams, “but that was not Andy's
fault, for he would have hung another if there had been any
more he cared to hang.”

“They were hanged in Florida,” said Senator Lopgr.

“Yes: they were hanged in Florida, for Andy did not even
take the trouble to bring them over the line,” agreed Senator
WILLIAMS.

HATED KAISER BUT NOT GERMANS,

During the World War Senator WILLIAMS made many
speeches arraigning the German military machine and the
Kalser, but he was different in his feeling toward the German
people. Remembering his days at the University of Heidel-
berg, In Baden, he once said:

“71 joln the President -in having no hostility toward the
German people. 1 spent two and a half years of my life with
them, and I love them—a whole lot of them. The man who
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inhabits the borders of the Rhine, the man who Inhabits Ba-
varia and Waurttemberg—easily moved to tears, and easily
moved to Inughter, and easily moved to rage—is a man whom I
have learned to love.

“And I have always belleved this war in Europe, brought on
by the obstinate refusal of the Kaiser to leave either to a
tribunal of arbitration or to a concert of Europe the question
at issue between Austria and Serbia, and Inspiring Austria to
refusal, is a proof of the fruth of the adage, * Whom the gods
would destroy, they first make mad.””

READY FOR ORATORICAL BATTLE,

In the retirement of Senator WirLiams it is generally con-
ceded the upper Chamber loses one of Its most entertaining
and ablest men. In both Senate and House he was always
ready for debate, but there was no rough-and-tumble display
about him. Going into action, he walked slowly down the
aisles, his left hand always cupped behind a deaf left ear.
His gray hair was frequently rather touseled. He wore always
an old-fashioned standing collar, with his Adam’s apple show-
Ing through its wide space at the front. He was clean but
careless in his dress. If his trousers bagged and his coat
sagged it mattered little to him.

He had a way of golng across the Chamber and sitting right
in front of a Senator to whose speech he wanted to listen. He
would sit there as though enraptured, never taking his eyes
from the face of the speaker and never removing that left hand
from behind his ear. Somefimes he did this to disconcert a
political enemy. For instance, when Senator McCuUMBER was
delivering a long, dry speech on the tariff bill, Senator WiLniams
moved across and seated himself almost at MoCvuBer's knee.

Senator McCuwmser had brought inte the Chamber various
articles of foreign and domestic manufaeture to illustrate the
difference in quality and cost of production. Among them was
a cuckoo clock. Senator Wrrriaas, disconcerting McCuMmBER a
bit, began to play with the clock. Occasionally he peered more
closely at it, as though expecting the cuckoo bird te hop out
There was amusement on both floor and galleries. About every-
body was smiling except McCumMBER, who orated on and got little
attention because everybody was watching Wrmrrams.

FINALLY BREAKS THE CLOCK.

Eventually the Mississippi Senator tugged too hard at the
pendulum and the clock fell down with a great noise at Mc-
CumpEr’s feet. Then, having had his little joke, the Mississippi
Senator grinned and went out of the Chamber. He had little
patience with time-killing tariff debates. He, a member of the
IPinance Committee, had the faculty of making a tariff speech
and putting bits of pep and jazz into it

His eratorical powers ran the gamut from deepest sentiment
to bitterest sarcasm. He seldom If ever used the bludgeon of
outright ridicule. His make-up encompassed everything from
geniality, conviviality, and love of human nature, and birds
and animals, to a fighting spirit inherited from ancestors de-
scribed by him as fighting for lost causes for 400 years.

Coming to Congress 30 years ago, he has written *30"—
the signal of the telegrapher and the newspaper man meaning
* the end "—to his own remarkable and brilliant career. Yazoo
City takes him back with open arms; the moeking birds he
talked about will sing for him each day, and Philip Roche, the
doorkeeper, is not alone in Washington when he laments the
voluntary departure of JoHN SHARP WiLniams and calls him
* one of God’'s noblemen.”

I also present an article on Senator WiLLiams from the Com-
mercial Appeal, of Memphis, Tenn., written by their Washington
correspondent, Mr. H. M. Gates, an exeellent newspaper man:
[From the Commercial Appeal, Hled-éihjm’ Sunday morning, February 25,

JOoHX BEHARP WILLIAMS LBAVING CONGRESS AFTER 28 YEARS OF DISTIN-
GUISHED SERVICE—HIS DEPARTURE A SEVERE LOSS TO STATESMAN-
SHIP,

Lord Bryce's estimate of southern statesmen—that “ they had
an enlargement of view and an aptitude for grasping and de-
ciding continuous lines of policy and, In faect, a turn for states-
manship as contrasted with mere politics "—applies particu-
larly to Mississippi's famouns orator, who within a week goes
back to Cedar Grove.

(By R. M. Gates.)

WasHINGTON, February 24.—Of the 15 Senators who will pass
out of the upper House of Congress March 4 it is the going out
of Jorx SHARr WILLIAMS that will be remarked and regretted
as a national loss. He has evoked and held uninterruptedly
the admiring interest of the Nation as no other Member of
either House of the Congress within the past 80 years, This is
true, first, because the retiring senlor Mississippi Senator’s
statesmanship has long since come to be regarded by thoughtful

students of the Government as ene of the Nation's politieal
assets, and, secondly, his vision in the contemplation of large
governmental problems has never been eobseured by the petty
fogs of little personalities and prejudices that invariably en-
velop the loose-jawed demagogue and political timeserver.

Neither as a Senator nor as a Representative in the lower
House did Jorx SmHaArr WILLIAMS ever seek or attempt to de-
ceive himself as a national legislator, and because of this un-
broken allegiance to his own political conseience he never
sought to deceive or mislead either the people of his own sov-
erelgn State or the people of the United States. He has always
been scrupulously honest in his attitude toward public ques-
tions, even though he may not always have been either wise or
right In the massed opinion of the majority.

Never in the 28 years of his congressional service was he ever
suspected or accused, even by his critics, of casting a vote to
catch the popular ear or to appeal to the particular phase or
fancy that at the time seemed to hold the popular imagination.
Creasy said that “ it would indeed be difficult to name a single
quality which a general ought to have and with which the Duke
of Marlborough was not eminently gifted.”

To say that it would be difficult to name a single quality
which a statesman ought to have and with which Senator Jorx
SHARP WILLIAMS i8 not eminently gifted may be hyperbole, but
certainly Senator WiLLiams embodies as many of the essential
qualities that make for sound statesmanship as any Member of
the Senate to-day or of any Member of that august body within
the past quarter of a century. Upon the basle foundation of
moral and intellectual henesty a superstructure of scholarly
attainments, reinforced by natural gifts and graces of mind of
a rare order, has been reared, and from this almest marvelous
storehouse of information he has given freely to the world in
Senate and House debates on guestions of national moment and
concern. Suffice it fo say that the Senate of the United States
will be the poorer for the loss of JorN SHARP WILLIAMS,

GOING BACE TO CEDAR GROVE,

S0 much by way of preface to the more important and perti- '
nent fact that on March 4, JoEN SEARP WILLIAMS, senlor Sen-
ator from Mississippi during the past 12 years, will retire from
publie life that he may give himself over to the fuller, sweeter,
and ldeally reposeful life that awaits his coming at Cedar
Grove, in Yazoo County. There, as he expressed himself the
other day, he expects to enjoy his children, grandehildren, the
birds, the trees, and the flowers that unite to make the old an-
cestral Sharp home and plantation the dear and delightful
shrine that it Is. Whether in this congenial and compensating
environment he will devote even a portion of his time to dis-
tinctly literary effort is problematical. He may or may net
write & book or several books,

Pressing and flattering have been invitations from the lead.
ing publishers of the country to give them something from his
pen after he shall have separated himself from political life,
but thus far Senator Wirriams has remained silent. Some
time ago he thought that he might write the life of John Mar:
shall as one way of employing a part of his leisure, but he has
not recently said anything that would encourage his friends
and admirers to look forward to such an illuminating produc-
tion.

Senator Wrirriams's intimate friends kunow he feels that no
adequate or sufficiently discriminating life of the great Virginia
jurist has yet been given to the world. He does not feel that
this famed Virginian has been portrayed as he was, but, on
the contrary, most of his biographers—Macaulaylike—have in
too many instances sacrificed facts to fancy and fine writing.
Up to the present time Senator Wirriams's sole contribution to
library literature is his “ Thomas Jefferson,” which in reality
is a series of lectures delivered at Columbia University. Un-
doubtedly the life of John Marshall by JoEN SEHARP WILLIAMS
would take instant rank as an American classic. May he
change his mind and devote himself to the task, is the wish of
those who know his ability to make its execution a permanent
contribution of inestimable educational and historical value,

25 YEAHRS IN CONGRESS.

Twenty-eight years, nearly a generation, is the measure of
Joun SHArRP WiIiLrrams’s service in public life. He was first
elected to the House of Representatives in 1803 and served in
that body 16 years. He had not been a Member of the House
but a short thme before he was accorded first rank as a debater,
though the membership of the House at that time included
some of the brightest minds and most incisive Intellects in the
Nation. In those days the rule of the States was to send men
of exceptional merit, generous ability, and of a high order of
general accomplishments te Congress. The number of “ pikers ™
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was comparatively small, or at least snu;ll enough to render
their demagogy harmless on the whole.

When Joux SHare Wirniaas entered the House in 1803, he |

found Champ Clark and De Armond from Missouri, W. C. P.
Breckinridge from Kentucky, Breckinridge from Arkansas, Mec-
Millin, Richardson, and Enloe from Tennessee, Sam Robertson
from Louisiana, Judge Turner and Charles F. Crisp from
Georgia, Oates from Alabama, Joe Bailey and David B. Culber-
son from Texas, George D. Wise and Harry Bt. George Tucker
from Virginia, and from his own State Hernando D. Money
and “ Private ” John Allen. Over in the Senate there were such
notables as George and Walthall from Mississippi, Jones from
Arkansas, Caffery from Louisiana, Wade Hampton from South
Carolina, Zeb Vance from North Carolina, Beck and Joe Black-
burn from Kentucky, Morgan and Pugh from Alabama, Voor-
hees and Turpie from Indiana, Brice from Olio, and Harris and
Bate from Tennessee. Although comparisons are reputed odious,
how do the names of a similar number of House and Senate
Members of to-day compare with those mentioned above?

From almost the day of his entrance into the House Jomx
SHarr WinLiams was recognized as one of the leaders of
his party, but he was not formally designated leader of the
Democrats for several years thereafter. It was his measuring
of verbal lances on the floor with such keen Republican intel-
lects as Pete Hepburn, of Iowa, John Dalzell, of Pennsylvania,
and Charles H. Grosvenor, of Ohio, that convinced the Demo-
crats that Witntams was the man for party leadership. Re-
publican leaders ere this had been convinced, to their sorrow
and confusion, that they had a feeman worthy their best steel.
Even Republican Senators had been attracted by the Missis-
sippian’s prowess in the field of open debate and did not hesl-
tate to render him the homage of public acknowledgment of
their admiration. It was the late Senator John W. Spooner, of
Wisconsin, who said that “as a rough and tumble debater
Joan SHare Wrrniams did not have an equal in any parlis-
mentary body in the world.”

The Mississippian was minority leader in the House when
the Aldrieh-Vreeland emergeney currency bill was passed, and
it was due in a large measure to his unanswerable attacks on
that piece of class legislation which in the ensuing congres-
sional elections resulted in the loss of the House to the Repub-
licnns and its comsequent -organization by the Demaocrats the
following year. He branded the-bill as just another attempt to
tighten the grip of the New York money interests on the rest
of the country.

The single speech delivered in the House by Jomx Szanp
Wirntam, and rhe one with which his name and fame will be
longest associated, was in eppasition to the annexation of the
Philippines. His epposition was based upou the contention that
the proposition was ‘opposed to the birth prineciple and the life
prineiple of the American Republic and therefore subversive of
the very spirit of the Declaration of Independeunce, and bLe
still holds to the objections which he then urged as & nonannex-
ationist.

ENTERED THE SENATE DEBATING.

Joun SHarp Witriams entered the Senate after having been
out of public life two years—from 1909 to 1911—and it is
almost literally true that he went in debating. When he be-
came a Senator after a voluntary hiatus ef two years the out-

standing Member of that body en the Democratic side was’

Joreph W. Balley, of Texas. That is, the virile Texan was
deservedly esteemed as the ablest debater among the Demo-
crats at least; and when Jox SHarr WILLiams was elected
to the Senate there was much speculation as to how he and
Senator Joe Bailey would hit it off. 'They had served together
in the House and each had taken the measure of the other in
debate. Now that he was & Senator, Capitel gossips were pass-
ing along all sorts of predietions of jealousy and rivalry and
verbal claghes in open forum between the distinguished Missis-
sippian and the oratorically famed Bailey, of Texas.

While there was never any surface manifestation of jealousy
or rivalry between Senator Wictiams and Senator Bailey, they
held sharply divergent views in regard to eertain fundamental
principles of party government, and it happened that on the
second day of his senaforship Jomx SHarp Wirtiaus found
himself in the middle of a furious debate with the Texas Sen-
ator on the question of free raw material. The debate con-

sumed two days, and as a result of it Senator Wirrraas gained
at the very outset the rank in the Senate which his eareer in
the IHouse had given assurance he would achieve long hefore
the expiration of his first term in the Senate. That he would
become Democratic leader in fact, if not by formal party desig-
nation, was predicted, but that he would find opportunity to

earn that distlnetion within less than three days after entering
the Senate was in the nature of the unexpected,

The debate between Senator Witriays and Senator Bailey,
as stated, was on free .aw material, the Texas Senator having
issued the challenge by the statement that free raw material
was not historieally a Demeecratic doctrine but originated with
President Grover Cleveland. Senator Wirnisats sprang into
the debate with the contention that free raw material had been
political policy in the Democratic Party since the administra-
tion of Thomas Jefferson, whose Secretary of the Treasury,
Gallatin, had defended the prineiple and urged its practice.
From Jefferson to Buchanan, said Senator Wirnraums, the Dem-
ocratic Party had stood consistently for free raw material,
which had been an established policy in England from the
days of Adam Smith. Senator Bailey’s position was that if
the manufactured product was taxed, the raw material should
likewise be subject to a tariff tax.

The clash between these giants in debate was denominated
as epochal, and for several years thereafter it was to the
Senate that visitors flocked for edifying dizscussion. Opinion
as to whether the palm of victory should be awarded to the
versatile Mississippian or to the ponderous Texan was divided,
but certainly there was no diversity of opinion as to the aec-
count which Joax SHArr Wirnrams gave of himself. He had
done the very thing that had been prophesied he would do, viz,
take the front rank as a debater in the Senate. This rank
and distinction he has held uninterruptedly down te the present
time.

OTHER MEMORABLE DEBATES.

Notable as was the Williams-Bailey free raw-material de-
bate as a senatorial curtain raiser, the new Mississippi or
was destined to shine forth even in brighter radiance In dis-
cussions not yet foreshadewed. There was in the Senate at
that time a Senator from Idaho. His name was Heyburn and
he was, in spite of any inherent goodness or charity that he
may have been justified In elaiming, a sort of professional
* Bouth hater.” He seemed not fo have realized that the War
between the States had ended at Appomattox and that there
was a United States of Ameriea. While Senator Wirriaus
loved the South and the cause of the Confederacy with as
mueh warmth of affection as Heyburn was wont to exhibit for
the North and the cause of the Union, he discretely refrained
from any unseemly manifestation that might be construed as
deliberately provecafive of sectional discussion.

Not.so with Senator Heyburn, who was in season and out
keen for a pretext that might be seized upon as warranting
a wallop at the South and the Confederacy. For several years
the wunreconstructed Idaho Senator had been aspersing the
South whenever his breakfast or his Ilunch had gone agaiust
him, and aside from drawing more or less desultory fire from
the Democratic side of the Chamber, his sectional “ ravings"
went unneticed. It was different when JoExy SHARP WILLIAMS
entered the Senate. The romping on the South days of the
irascible Idaho Senator were then numbered. Their first clash
came when one day Senator WiLLiams proposed that the Senate
increase the monthly pay of am old and partially decrepit
negro employee of the Capitol, who had been brought to Wash-
ington by Senator Jefferson Davis. This proposal was a match
to the Huyburn powder keg, and the explosion that followed was
verbally terrific. Heyburn's yet dripping “ bloody shirt” was
again unfurled. Decorously, yet with gathering fury, Senator
Wirriams listened to the unprovoked attack on his section, his
State, and his party, and when the exhausted Heyburn took
his seat the incensed Mississippian let go all the arfillery in
his arsenal.

This wasg Heyburn's first real castigation, and his usually
composed and florid face alternated expressions of pain and
amazement. He had been soundly drubbed for the first time,
and that, too, by a Democratie Senator who was comparatively
a new Member, who, according to Senate tradition, should be
seen a long time before Le is heard. This experience sufficed
to keep a quietus on Heyburn for months, and though he never
lost an opportunity afterwards to take a crack at the South,
he never again remained in his seat under Jorx SHARP WIL-
rrans's fire in retort, but almost invariably rvetired to the Re-
publican cloakroom when the Mississippi Senator rose to reply.
But Senator Wirriams was at his best as a debater in the
Senate during the days just preceding America’s entranee inte
the World War., Absolutely and unequivocally a believer in
the justice of his country's cause and of its provoeation for tak-
ing part in that titanie struggle for the preservation of Christian
civilization, Semator WiLLiaas had no patienee, either senti-
mental or intellectual, for theose who by word or deed would




5610

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MAaremn 4,

even seemingly thwart the preparations which President Wood-
row Wilson was then urging upon the Congress as precedent to
America’s participation, The chief obstruectionist to President
Wilson's program was Senator La Forierre, and because of
this regrettable fact the erratic Wisconsin Senator was oftenest
within the range of Senator Witnrams’s patriotic fire. The
clashies between these opposing Senators were frequent, but, as
might be expected, the Mississippian emerged each time un-
seathed and with unabated zeal. Senator Wirnniaams's famous
reply to Senator LA ForrerTE's concluding antiwar speech was
remarked and will be remembered as enlarging his reputa-
tion for forensic debate even to greater proportions than his
two days’ discussion with Senator Bailey on free raw material.
LAST OF OLD-TIME SENATORS.

When Joay Smare WILLIAMS goes out of the Senate March 4,
the last link that binds the upper House of Congress to the S8outh
of heroic memories will be broken. He is literally the last of
the Mohicans, so far as the South, as the once recognized nur-
sery of statesmen in the Senate is concerned. And the pity of it
does not lessen its truth. It will be said that the South still
produces men capable of notable achievement in high official
station. That is true, but it is true also that men of that type,
as a rule, are to be found in the walks of civil life. Tt may be
said also that for some reason the South seems to have lost
much of the old pride which In other days prompted her to
chose her biggest and brainiest and best men to speak her
sentiments in the halls of the National Legislature.

But back to Joux SHAre WILLIAMS, now soon to pass from
that stage upon which for 28 years he has taken major rdles
to the lasting credit of himself, to the State of Mississippi, and
to the Nation. Writing in his American Commenwealth of
southern men who entered politics before the War between the
States, Lord Bryce said: *“ But he had courage and a clear
vision of his objects, the two gifts essential for a statesman.”
And, again, the same distinguished author and philosopher re-
flects on' southern statesmen of those pre-Civil War days who
showed “an enlargement of view and an aptitude for grasp-
ing decided and continuous lines of policy, and, in fact, a turn
for statesmanship as eontrasted with mere politics” It will
hardly be denied by the informed that these deseriptions fit
Jorux SHArp WILLIAMS as a cap. He has courage and a clear
vision and a remarkable aptitude for grasping decided and con-
tinuous lines of policy. That he is not a politician iz a well-
established fact in his entire official career. Perhaps no Mem-
ber of either- branch of Congress ever voted with less thought
of what the galleries might think of his vote, but always did he
vote as his conscience, his intelligence, his courage, and his
sense of responsibility dictated. Instance his vote shortly after
the signing of the armistice when a resolution with respect to
Ireland was offered in the Senate. Obviously the resolution in
question was of political origin and intended as an opporfune ap-
peal to an element in the American electorate constitutionally
susceptible to any utterance smacking of eriticism of England.

The only negative vote against this resolution was cast hy
Senator Wirrrams, who stated at the time that he voted as he
did because he felt convinced that the resolution was conceived
in hatred and delivered for the sole purpose of waking the ani-
mosity of a class, But this very resolution had no other effect
than to afford certain Senators on both sides of the Senate
Chamber a coveted opportunity to deliver themselves of anti-
British speeches.

LEGISLATIVE SERVICE.

Throughout his years in the House and Senate it was the aim
of Joux SHarr WiLniams to render a constructive legislative
service., If he is to be judged alone by a mere utilitarian stand-
ard a different verdiet of the man and his work will be deliv-
ered.

It was his sense of duty to the Nation as a legislator in the
Congress of the United States that made JouN SHARP WILLIAMS
a national figure as well as a national factor and influence. He
might have allowed his time to be taken up by the countless
little details of his office, but being a student and a thinker and
a factor in the shaping of national policies and legislation, he
was content to leave matters of strictly utilitarian character to
others, When on one occasion he was asked by a eaptious eritie
if any big piece of legislation bore his name, Joax SHARP Wir-
r1aars, then a Member of the House, replied that while it was
true his name was not 8o connected, he conld say that he had
helped to kill a lot of very foolish and potentially harmful legis-
lation. But things have changed, and under the new political
dispensation the average Senator now points to his eapacity to
get something for his people or settle some disputed matter a
constituent has in one of the Government departments at Wash-

ington. This form of service seems to have superseded the con-
ception of public duty which at all times appears to have actu-
ated the elder statesman, and by which the old standard of con-
gressional service seems to rest largely upon the ability of the
Senator or the House Member to walk fast and much, and to
speak long and loud on any subject without reference to whether
he knows anything worth while pertaining to it. And the people
are getting what they want in inverse ratio to what they pre-
tend to esteem in the interchange of views in private.

WILLIAMS AND HARRISON,

This article would he incomplete did it not take into account
the comradeship that has subsisted between Senator WILLIAMS
and Senator Harrison from the very day of the entrance of
the junior Senator into the Senate. The relationship hag heen
almost as father to son—Pat HARRISON regarding his senior
colleague with a respect and an affection almost akin to pater-
nal reverence. Their teamwork has been harmonious at all
times, though not upon all questions have the two Senators
voted alike. But in all matters affecting the interests of Mis-
sissippi they have cooperated without the least friction. It is
due Senator HARRISON to say here that Senator Wirriays will
retire from the Senate with the highest respeet and admiration
for his junior colleagne, whose progressive career he has
watched with increasing pride. Not long ago Senator Wir-
LraMs remarked that Pat Harrison had grown more than any
new Member of the Senate whose course he had observed.

When Senator Witrisaas announced some months ago that Le
would retire at the end of the present Congress Senator Hargi-
s0x gave notice that he desired to be assigned to the seat in the
Senate now occupied by his colleague, which, by the way, Is the
seat that was occupled by Jefferson Davis as a Senator from
Mississippl. Senator Harrisox has been assigned the seat and
will take it at the next session of Congress, Furthermore, Sen-
ator Harrison, as an additional mark of his friendship for and
admiration of Senator WiLLiaas, will occupy the latter's rooms
in, the Senate Office Building—No. 217. Senator HARRISON now
has rooms on the fourth floor. The rooms occupied by Senator
WriLriayMs are on the second floor and overlook the heautiful
park on the east side of the Capitol. It should be stated also
that Senator WILLIAMS has the highest respect for his successor,
Hon. Hupkrt D. StEPHEXS, of New Albany. He regards him as
4 man of fine sense, splendid ability, courageous, and loyal to his
party and to his conviections,

WILLTAMS AS A MAN,

Ag a man, considered apart from his activities and attain-
ments as a national legislator, JoEx SHArPr WILLTAMS stands
four square. Utterly without fear, his heart is attuned to the
sweeter sentiments which impart to life its finest flavor. He
loves the true and beautiful as depicted by Ruskin, and spurns
the little mean and tawdry things that dwarf the mind, shrivel
the soul, and cheapen human relationships.

The very embodiment of loyalty to every commitment of
heart and mind, he has never been suspected of ingratitude to
a friend or treachery fo a political foe. The entire length of
his 28 years in the House and the Senate is lined with men
ready to shout praise of his name, admiration for his fuwme.
Certainly no man retiring from publie life eould wish for or
could receive a nobler testimonial from those who esteem him
and love him because they know him and have wrought with
him. No sweeter memory will Jox SHARP WiLLiaMms take into
retirement than this,

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
motion of the Senator from New Mexico to proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 13980.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, there seems to be some anxiety
about getting some measure passed, and many Senators are in
favor of getting action on the resolution of the Senator from
New York [Mr. Caroer] with reference to an Investigation into
the prices of sugar. I think it would be more proper to con-
sider that resolution and let the country know why the cost of
sugar has so mounted.

I do not think it is proper ro wait until just before we ure
about to adjourn——

FINAL ADJOURNMENT.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o'clock of the 4th
day of March, 1923, has arrived, and, in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States, the fourth session of the
Sixty-seventh Congress of the United Srates has ended, and
the Senate of the United States stands adjourned sine die.
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PRESERVATION OF THE HALIBUT FISHERY OF THE
NORTHERN PACIFIC OCEAN.

In executive session this day the following convention be-
tween the United States and Great Britain, signed March 2,
1923, for the preservation of the halibut fishery of the Northern
Pacitie Ocean, including Bering Sea, was adopted; and

On motion of Mr, Lobge, the injunction of secrecy was re-
moved therefrom and from the papers accompanying the same:

IN EXECUTIVE SFSSION, BENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senalors present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica-
tion of Executive D, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session, a
conivention between the United States and Great Britain, signed
on March 2, 1923, for the preservation of the halibut fishery
on the Northern Pacific Ocean, including the Bering Bea,
subiject to the understanding, which is hereby made a part
of ihis resolution of ratification, that none of the nationals
and inhabitants and vessels and boats of any other part of
Great Britain shall engage in halibut fishing contrary to any
of the provisions of this treaty.

The Senafe:

T transmit, with the view to receiving the advice and consent
of the Senate to its ratificution, a convention between the
Tnited States and Great Britain, signed Mareh 2, 1923, for the
preservation of the hallbut fishery of the Northern Pacifie
Ocean, including Beriug Seu. WARREN G FIARDING. -

Tae Waire Hovse, Uarch 2, 1023,
The PRESIDENT @

The undersigned, the Seeretary of State, has the honor to lay
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the
Senate, to receive the advice and consent of that body to Its
ratification, if his judgment approve therveof, a convention be-
tween the United Stafes and Great Dritain, sigued Mareh 2,
1923, for the preseryvation of the halibut fishery of the Northern
Pacific Ocean, including Bering Sea.

Respectiully submitted.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, March 2, 1023,

CHarres E. HUGHES.

The United States of America and His Majesty the King of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and of the
British Dominions beyoad the Seas, Emperor of India, being
equally desirous of securing the preservation of the hallbut
fishery of the Northern Pacific Ocean, have resolved to con-
clude o eonvention for this purpose, and have named as their
plenipotentiaries:

The President of the United States of America: Charles
Evans Hughes, Secretary of State of the United States; and

His Britannie Majesty : The Honorable Ernest Lapointe, K, C.,,
B. A, LL, B, Minister of Marine and Fisheries of Canada;

Who, after having commanicated to each otlier their respee-
tive fq'lli powers, found in good and due form, have agreed upon
the following articles:

., ArTicie 1.

The nationals and Inhabitants and the fishing vessels and
boats of the United States and of the Dominlon of Canada,
respectively, are hereby prohibited from fishing for halibut
(Hipoglossus) both In the territorial waters and in the high
seas off the western coasts of the Unlted States, including
Dering Sea, and of the Dominion of Canada, from the 16th day
of November next after the date of the exchange of ratifica-
tions of this convention, te the 15th day of the following Febru-
ary, both days Inclusive, and within the same period yearly
thereafter, provided that upon the recommendation of the In-
ternational Fisheries Commis=zion, hereinafter deseribed, this
cloze senson may be modified or suspended at any time after
the expiration of three such seasomns, by a special agreement
coucluded and duly ratified by the high eontraeting parties.

It is understood that nothing contained In this article shall
grnhihlt the nationals or inhabitants and the fishing vessels or

oats of the United States and of the Dominion of Canada
from fishing in the waters herelnbefore specified for other spe-
cles of fish during the season .when fishing for halibut in such
waters is prohibited by this article. Any halibut that may be
taken incidentally when fishing for other fish during the season
when fishing for hallbut is prohibited under the provisions of
this artlele may be retalned and used for food for the crew
of the vessel by which they are taken. Any portion thereof

not so used shall be landed and Immediately turned over to |

the duly authorized officers of the Department of Commerce of
the United States or of the Department of Marine and Fish-
erles of the Dominion of Canada, Any fish turned over to such

officers In pursuance of the provisions of this article shall be
sold by them to the highest bidder and the proceeds of such
sale, exclusive of the neeessary expenses in connection there-
with, shall be paid by them into the treasuries of thelr respec-
tive countries.

ArTicLe II.

Every national or Inhabitant, vessel or bout of the United
States or of the Dominion of Canada engaged in halibut fish-
Ing in violation of the preceding article may be selzed except
within the jurisdiction of the other party by the duly author-
ized officers of either high contracting parties and detained
by the officers making such seizure and delivered as soon as
practicable to an authorized official of the country to which
such person, vessel or boat belongs, at the nearest point to the
place of seizure, or elsewhere, as may be mutunally agreed upon.
The authorities of the nation to which such person, vessel or
boat belongs alone shall have jurisdiction to conduct prosecu-
tions for the violation of the provisions of the preceding article
or of the laws or regulations which either high contracting
party may make to carry those provigsions into effeet, and
to impose penalties for such violations; and the witnesses and
proofs necessary for such prosecutions, so far as sueh wit-
nesses or proofs are under the control of the other high con-
tracting party, shall be furnished with all reasonable prompti-
tude to the authorities. having jurisdiction to conduet the
prosecutions,

3 ArTicLE TI1.

The high contracting parties agree to appoint within two
months after the exchange of ratifications of this convention
a commission, to be known as the international fisheries com-
mission, consisting of four members, two to be appointed by
each party. This commission shall continue to exist so long as
this convention shall remain in force. Each party shall pay
the salaries and expenses of its own members, and joint ex-
penses incurred by the ecommission shall be paid by the two
high contracting parties in equal moleties.

The commission shall make a thorough investigation into the
life history of the Pacific halibut. and such investigation shall
be undertaken as soon as practicable. The commission shall
report the results of its investigation to the two Governments
and shall make recommendations as-to the regulation of the
halibut fishery of the North Pacific Ocean, inelnding the Bering
Sea, which may seem to be desirable for its preservation and
development, .
ArTiCLE IV,

The high contracting parties agree to enact and enforce such
legislation as may be necessary to make effeetive the provi-
sions of this convention, with appropriute pemalties for viola-
tions thereof.

ArTICLE V.

This eonvention shall remain in force for a period of five
years and thereafter until two years from the date when either
of the high contracting parties shall give notice to the other
of its desire to terminate it, It shall be ratified in accordance
with the constitntional methods of the high econtracting parties.
The ratifications shall be exchanged in Washington as soon as.
practicable, and the convention shall come into force on the day
of the exchange of ratifications.

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed
the present convention in duplicate, and thereunte aflixed their

Done at the city of Washington the 2d day of March, in the

year of our Lord 1923. Crarrces Evaxs HvucHres. [SEAL.]
ErNEST LAPOINTE. [sEAL.Y

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Sedate March 4 (legisla-
tive day of AMarch 8), 1923,
AssoCIATE JUupces of COURT oF CUSTOMS APPEALS.
Osecar E. Bland to be assoclate judge, United States Court of
Customs Appeals,

Charles 8. Hatfield to be associate judge, United States Court
of Customs Appeals.

POSTAMASTERS,
IDAHO.
Burton D. Fox, Challis,
Mildred W. Des Voigues, Deary.
NORTH DAKOTA.
Alexander R. Wright, Oakes.

KORTH CAROLINA.
Grover . Robbins, Blowing Rock.
TENNESSEE,
Danlel L. Hyder, Elizabethton.
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